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Abstract
The efficient market hypothesis (EMH) has served as the central theory in modern
finance for more than half a century. The Monday effect, in which returns and trading
volumes on Mondays are generally lower than other days of the week, is one of the
anomalies of the EMH. Researchers postulated the different investment patterns of
individual investors as an explanation for the Monday effect. The purpose of this
comparative study is to examine the role of individual investors on the Monday effect in
the United States stock market. This study involved using actual individual investor data
from the New York Stock Exchange from May 2006 to April 2016. The study design is
based on a non-experimental, quantitative, and comparative design and builds upon
Fama’s EMH theory. The focus is to compare investors’ average daily returns, individual
investor average daily trade percentages, and trading patterns on Monday with other
weekdays. Using results from one-way ANOVA, study results demonstrated day of the
week was not a factor in terms of average daily returns and individual investor daily trade
percentages on Monday did not significantly differ from those on Tuesday, Wednesday,
and Thursday. However, the percentage of individual investor trades on Fridays was
significantly lower than individual investor trades on other weekdays. Days of the week
had no effect on individual investor trading patterns. Results of this study may lead to
positive social change by understanding individual investor trading behaviors, reducing
information asymmetry, and increasing stock market liquidity.
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Chapter 1: Introduction to the Study
Fama (1970) said efficient market hypothesis (EMH) is the phenomenon in which
prices of the stock in the market at a given time always and fully reflect all available
information about that stock at that time. The Monday effect has been one of the
anomalies of EMH. The Monday effect implies that returns and trading volumes on
Mondays are generally lower than other days of the week (Bishal et al., 2019; Richards &
Willows, 2019; Ulku & Rogers, 2018). One plausible explanation for the Monday effect
is different investment patterns of institutional investors and individual investors
(Abraham & Ikenberry, 1994; Bishal et al., 2019; Chan et al., 2004; Lu & Gao, 2016;
Morse et al., 2014; Ulku & Rogers, 2018). The general management problem is that no
one understands individual investors’ trading behavior in terms of day of the week and
time of the day on the Monday effect. Few researchers have evaluated individual
investors’ trading behavior in this regard and this research filled this gap. The results of
this study may benefit individual investors, financial advisers, market administrators, and
policymakers.
Chapter 1 includes a description of the background of the study, the research
problem, and gap in current research literature. This chapter also includes the purpose of
the study, research questions and hypotheses, theoretical foundation of the study, and
nature of the study, including independent and dependent variables. I also summarize the
methodology, introduce definitions and assumptions, and describe limitations of the
study. Finally, I describe the significance of the study in advancing theory and practice
and influencing positive social change.

2
Background of the Study
The EMH has served as the central theory in modern finance for more than half a
century. Many stock markets have shown a variety of calendar anomalies such as the
Monday effect, Turn of the Month effect, Month of the Year effect, January effect,
Holiday effect, and Halloween effect (Anjum, 2020; Hirshleifer et al., 2020; Lu & Gao,
2016; Kumar, 2016; Kumar & Muneer, 2015).
Returns on the stock market are consistently low on Mondays (Aharon & Qudan,
2019; Arman & Lestari, 2018; Cross, 1973; Chukwuogor-Ndu, 2020; French, 1980; Lu &
Gao, 2016; Tadepalli & Jain, 2018). In this study, I add to extant literature by analyzing
returns on Mondays in the New York Stock Exchange (NYSE).
While many studies have concluded the existence of the Monday effect,
researchers have not come to a consensus about the reasons for it (Bishal et al., 2019;
Birru, 2018; Ulku & Rogers, 2018). There are many possible reasons for the Monday
effect. Negative Monday returns are most probably due to less trading by institutional
investors (Lakonishok and Maberly 1990; Ulku & Rogers, 2018). The trading behavior
of individual investors drive this anomaly (Birru, 2018; Breaban & Noussair, 2018;
Hirshleifer et al., 2020; Lu & Gao, 2016; Richards & Willow, 2018). However, no
comprehensive study has been carried out using actual individual investor data showing
the day of the week and time of day in the U.S. stock market. Most studies thus far
mainly employed indirect approaches such as using proxies for individual investor data.
Understanding the influence of the individual investors on the Monday effect requires
gathering and analyzing the actual trading data of investors. Some attempts were made in
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the 1990s to understand the role of individual investors. However, actual individual
trading data was not available during that time, and hence results are unreliable. This
study aimed to fill this gap by using actual individual investor data including day of the
week and time of day from the NYSE from 2006 to 2016.
Past studies have used proxies such as odd lots and small size investments to
represent the individual investor trades. The validity of such proxies has significantly
changed during the last two decades. Early 2000 witnessed the decimalization of stock
prices where prices are represented in decimals. During this period, institutional
investors also started computerized trading algorithms for order splitting. These two
practices have led to a dramatic decrease in the average trade size. Consequently, trade
size would not be an effective proxy for trades by the individual investor for the last 2
decades (Wang & Zhang, 2015). Secondly, individual investor trade behavior has also
changed in the last two decades. Prior to 2000, most individual investors traded in odd
lots that included any number of shares between 1 and 100. This pattern has changed in
the last two decades, and individual investors now trade in round lots that include any
number of shares that can be evenly divided by 100. Thus, using odd lot trading data as a
proxy for individual investor trading does not correctly represent their trading patterns
(Bishal et al., 2019).
Individual investor trading data used in this study is accurate since they are
electronically gathered from the NYSE. The NYSE compiled the dataset using
transaction records of purchases and sales in their centralized stock market. Thus, results
of this study represent the actual behavior of individual investors and the impact of the
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Monday effect. Past studies using proxies and other methods to represent individual
investor behavior probably are not reliable because their data is not representative of
individual investors.
Specifically, I used the comprehensive actual individual investor trading data, the
NYSE ReTrac End of Day. This dataset includes all individual investors selling and
purchasing records on the NYSE. Data used in this study covered a recent sample period
(from May 2006 to April 2016) and hence was the most comprehensive assessment of
individual investors’ influence on the Monday effect.
This is the first study to quantitatively analyze the Monday effect on the U.S.
stock exchange using data that covered the periods before, during, and after the financial
crisis of 2008-2009 using actual individual investor data including day of the week and
time of day information. This study involved using various statistical techniques such as
descriptive statistics, analysis of variance (ANOVA), and a post hoc test to evaluate the
influence of individual investor behavior and the Monday effect on the U.S. stock market.
Problem Statement
The EMH is one of the central theories of modern finance. In general, the market
is said to be efficient if it adjusts quickly and accurately to new information. However,
Monday effect is an intriguing anomaly of EMF.
One plausible explanation for the Monday effect is different investment patterns
of institutional investors and individual investors. The general management problem is
that no one understands individual investors’ trading behavior regarding day of the week
and time of day in terms of the Monday effect. Few researchers have evaluated individual
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investor’ trading behavior in this regard, and this research filled this gap. The specific
goal was to understand the impact of individual investor trading behavior and the
Monday effect. The results of this study may benefit individual investors, financial
advisers, market administrators, and financial policy makers.
Purpose of the Study
The purpose of this comparative study was to test the theory of the EMH and test
the role of the individual investor and the Monday effect. The study was designed to
compare individual investors’ average returns, trade percentages, and trading patterns on
Monday with other weekdays. The independent variable was day of the week. The
dependent variables were average daily return, percentage of individual investor trade
compared to the total trade, and number of individual investor trades in 30-minute
intervals within a day. I used publicly available data from the NYSE from 2006 to 2016.
Research Questions and Hypotheses
RQ1: Are there statistically significant differences in investor average returns
between Monday and other weekdays?
H01: There are no statistically significant differences in investor average returns
between Monday and other weekdays.
Ha1: There are statistically significant differences in investor average returns
between Monday and other weekdays.
RQ2: Are there statistically significant differences in individual investor trade
percentages between Monday and other weekdays?
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H02: There are no statistically significant differences in individual investor trade
percentages between Monday and other weekdays.
Ha2: There are statistically significant differences in individual investor trade
percentages between Monday and other weekdays.
RQ3: Are there statistically significant differences in individual investor trading
patterns between Monday and other weekdays?
H03: There are no statistically significant differences in individual investor
trading patterns between Monday and other weekdays.
Ha3: There are statistically significant differences in individual investor trading
patterns between Monday and other weekdays.
Theoretical Foundation
The theoretical base for this study was Fama’s 1970 theory of EMH. This theory
implies that an investor cannot do better than the market, on a risk adjusted and consistent
basis, because only new information can change the market price. The Monday effect
implies that returns and the trading volumes on Mondays are generally lower than other
days of the week (French, 1980; Rodriguez, 2012). One plausible explanation for the
Monday effect is different investment patterns of institutional and individual investors
(Bishal et al., 2019). However, few researchers have evaluated individual investors’
trading behavior regarding the day of the week and time of the day. This theoretical
framework was the best for my dissertation because the study evaluates an established
theory in finance and assesses one of the anomalies of the theory.

7
Nature of the Study
In this study, I used the quantitative methodology. Chelaa (2017) described
quantitative research as the study method that involves collecting and analyzing data
using statistics. The quantitative method is the best approach to answer research
questions requiring numerical data and generalizing results to a larger population.
Accordingly, this methodology was consistent with the purpose of this study. The
quantitative method usually builds upon existing theories and its results can be predictive,
explanatory, or confirming (Williams, 2007). Researchers have used the quantitative
methodology to study calendar anomalies. The quantitative method is normally used to
answer questions relating to relationships between variables, either to establish or
validate relationships. The quantitative research process normally consists of developing
a problem statement and corresponding hypothesis. It is followed by an exhaustive
literature review and data analysis. The study was based on a nonexperimental
quantitative comparative design. The basic purpose of the comparative design is to
evaluate relationships between variables (Cantrell, 2011).
I used secondary historical data archived by the NYSE. Secondary data is data
collected by someone else for another primary purpose (Johnson, 2017). The dataset from
the NYSE has all information regarding trades executed by individual investors. I used
data from 2006 to 2016. For statistical analysis, I used descriptive statistics to measure
trading patterns. I also used other statistical analyses such as ANOVA and a post hoc test
to compare individual investors’ mean returns and trade percentages between Monday
and other weekdays.
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Definitions
Anomaly: Behaviors or events that evolve to defy an established theory, model, or
hypothesis without any logical explanation of why it happens (Kahneman & Tversky,
1979).
Calendar effect: Seasonal anomalies in the financial market, including the
January effect, Monday effect, Islamic calendar effect, turn of the month effect, half and
time of the month effect, month of the year effect, holiday effect, and Halloween effect.
Disposition effect: A bias that shows investors have a propensity to sell stocks
that are gaining in value quickly and hold on to stocks that are losing value for a longer
period (Richards et al., 2017).
Efficient market hypothesis (EMH): The phenomenon where the prices of the
stock in the market at a given time always and fully reflect all available information
about that stock at that time (Fama, 1970).
Information processing hypothesis: Individuals are more inclined to process
information during the weekend (Abraham & Ikenberry, 1994).
Information release hypothesis: Corporations have a tendency to release positive
financial information during weekdays and negative financial information during the
weekend to mitigate panic selling and allow investors a few days to absorb negative news
(French, 1980).
Investor’s psychology hypothesis: Investors are more likely to purchase securities
as holidays approach due general feelings of good fellowship and holiday excitement
(Hirshleifer, 2001; Wachtel, 1942).
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Monday effect: Returns and trading volumes on Mondays are generally lower than
other days of the week (Afrilianto & Daryanto, 2019; Arman & Lestari, 2018; Rita et al.,
2018).
Random walk hypothesis: Stock market price changes are unpredictable and
evolve randomly (Fama, 1970).
Settlement regime hypothesis: The period between the trade date and settlement
date creates an opportunity for an interest-free loan until the settlement (Lakonishok &
Levi, 1982).
Weekend effect: Returns on Fridays are generally higher than other days of the
week (Afrilianto & Daryanto, 2019; Tadepalli & Jain, 2018).
Assumptions
Assumptions are certain conditions that researchers assume are true but have no
way to prove and are outside their control. There were three basic assumptions in this
study. The first assumption involved the secondary dataset since it was not originally
intended for this study. The dataset used in this study was archived data from the NYSE.
I assumed that data collection was accurate and done in an ethical manner. The second
assumption was that a statistical analysis of data provided insight regarding trading
behaviors of individual investors.
Scope and Delimitations
In this section, I describe specific aspects of the research problem that are
addressed in the study. I also explain populations that were included in the study and
theories that were excluded from the study. The scope of this study involved testing the
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theory of the EMH, the Monday effect anomaly, and the role of individual investors on
the Monday effect. The purpose of the study did not include the evaluation of other
factors influencing the Monday effect such as institutional investors. I used archived data
from the NYSE in the U.S. and did not include any data from investors from other
countries. The dependent variables used in this study were average daily returns,
percentages of individual investor trade compared to total trade, and number of individual
investor trades.
I assumed all market participants were rational actors. I did not address mood and
emotional aspects of participants when analyzing the impact of individual investor
behavior on the Monday effect. As such, theories supporting behavioral economics were
excluded from this study.
Limitations
In this section, I describe limitations of the study related to its design and
methodological weaknesses. There are a few methodological weaknesses when using
existing data to investigate new research questions and generate new knowledge. The
first limitation of using the secondary data analysis method approach is that data were
collected for another purpose and may not be ideal for this study. Some specific
information pertaining to the study may be missing or information may have been
collected in a different geographic region. Another disadvantage of using secondary data
is that I did not participate in the data collection process and did not know exactly how it
was conducted. Consequently, I was unaware of any potential problems during data
collection in terms of how well it was performed.
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Significance of the Study
This study may make significant contributions to advance theories on finance. It
may also advance practices in finance. Additionally, it could contribute to positive social
change by making the capital market more efficient.
Significance to Theory
This study may make significant contributions to advance theories regarding the
EMH and Monday effect. However, most research on the Monday effect have primarily
focused on institutional investments because individual investors make up only a small
percentage of total investments. Results of this study may help advance knowledge of the
individual investor’s role on the Monday effect.
This study added to existing knowledge in financial literature. First, I investigated
whether the Monday effect is still present in the U.S. market. Second, I analyzed
individual investor behavior and its impact on the Monday effect. Finally, I covered a
sample period (from May 2006 to April 2016) to provide the most comprehensive
assessment of individual investors’ influence on the Monday effect in a developed market
since most recent studies mainly focused on emerging markets.
The study contributes to current literature regarding individual investor trading
behaviors. Many past studies have treated individual investors as irrational and have
labeled them as noise traders. These studies have largely focused on problems associated
with individual investor trading behaviors compared to more informed and sophisticated
institutional investors. Many earlier studies considered individual investors as
uninformed participants and discounted their impact on the Monday effect. However,
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individual investors are in fact informed participants and contribute to stock market
liquidity and information transparency (Wang & Zhang, 2015). This study was meant to
provide the most comprehensive assessment of individual investors’ influence on the
Monday effect in a developed market.
This study also contributed to literature because of the dataset which contained
actual individual investor trading information. Individual investor trading data used in
this proposed study were accurate because they were electronically gathered from the
NYSE. The NYSE compiled the dataset using transaction records of purchases and sales
in their centralized stock market. Thus, results of this study represented actual behaviors
of individual investors and the resulting impact on the Monday effect. Past studies using
proxies and other methods to represent individual investor behavior probably are not
reliable because their data is not representative of individual investors.
Significance to Practice
The study may help to advances practices for individual investors, financial
advisers, market administrators, and policy makers. Results of the study may help
individual investors understand patterns and biases involving their investment behavior
and enable them to adjust their strategies to maximize their returns. It may also help
financial advisers better tailor their services to help their customers.
One of the practical benefits of this study may be that it informs individual
investors and financial advisors about behaviors of investors during days of the week and
times of day. Results of the study showed which days and what time of day individual
investors are more likely to trade stocks. This information in turn may help individual
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investors make right choices before they invest. Individual investors and financial
advisors can use this information to optimize their investment decisions. They may be
able to develop investment strategies to buy stocks on days and times of day when prices
are typically low and sell stocks on a day and time when prices are typically high.
Significance to Social Change
The findings of this study may lead to positive social change. Understanding
individual investment patterns and their influence on the market could help market
administrators design markets in an efficient manner. Results of the study may also
enable investment policy makers to develop policies and practices to protect individual
investors while enhancing market efficiencies. An efficient market enables information
transparency and market liquidity. Transparent financial markets enhance investor
confidence, which could lead to more trading activities by more investors. Trading by
individual investors can reduce information asymmetry and thus increase stock market
liquidity (Wang & Zhang, 2015). Results of this study may help to understand individual
investor behavior and thus can reduce information asymmetry and increase stock market
liquidity.
Summary and Transition
This chapter included a description of the background of the study, research
problem, and gap in current research. It also included the purpose of the study, research
questions and hypotheses, theoretical foundation of the study, and nature of the study,
including independent and dependent variables. Finally, I described the significance of
the study in terms of advancing theory and practice and influencing positive social
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change. Chapter 2 includes descriptions of sources of theories and major theories in
detail. I also provide an exhaustive review of current literature, including a review and
synthesis of studies related to the research questions.
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Chapter 2: Literature Review
The EMH is one of the central theories of modern finance. Fama (1970) said it is
the phenomenon where prices of the stock in the market at a given time always and fully
reflect all available information about that stock at that time. In general, the market is
said to be efficient if the market adjusts quickly and accurately to new information in the
market.
The Monday effect means that returns and trading volumes on Mondays are
generally lower than other days of the week (Chan et al., 2004; French, 1980; Rodriguez,
2012). One plausible explanation for the Monday effect is the different investment
patterns of institutional investors and individual investors (Abraham & Ikenberry, 1994;
Bishal et al., 2019; Chan et al., 2004; Morse et al., 2014). The general management
problem is that no one understands individual investors’ trading behaviors regarding day
of the week and time of day in relation to the Monday effect. Few researchers have
evaluated individual investors’ trading behavior in this regard and this research will fill
this gap. The specific goal was to understand the impact of individual investors’ trading
behavior in relation to the Monday effect. The results of this study will benefit individual
investors, financial advisers, market administrators, and financial policy makers.
The purpose of this comparative study was to test the theory of the EMH and role
of individual investors in relation to the Monday effect. The study was designed to
compare individual investors’ average returns, trade percentages, and trading patterns
between Monday and other weekdays. The independent variable was day of the week.
The dependent variables were average daily returns, percentages of individual investor
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trade compared to total trade, and number of individual investor trades in 30-minute
intervals within a day. I used publicly available data from the NYSE from 2006 to 2016
in this study.
This chapter contains the literature search strategy used for this study. In this
chapter, I also describe the theoretical foundation and conceptual framework used for the
study. Finally, the literature review section includes an exhaustive review of current
literature used in this study.
Literature Search Strategy
The main theories used in the study are the EMH and Monday effect. I used
several databases to find literature for this study, including EBSCOHost, Thoreau,
Summons Multi-Database, ProQuest, Business Source Complete, Dissertation & Theses
Q Walden University, Open Research Online, JSTOR, SAGE Premier/Journals, and
Google Scholar. Keywords used, alone or in combination, to search for journals and
articles were efficient market hypothesis, Monday effect, weekend effect, day-of-the-week
effect, and trading patterns. In addition, the following keywords were used to search for
seminal literature and other pertinent literature: behavioral economics, disposition effect,
prospect theory, and emotion regulation. The literature search for contemporary articles
focused on peer-reviewed journal articles published between 2016 and 2020. In addition,
the literature review also includes several articles published since 1930 regarding the
Monday effect. I specifically searched for seminal articles to find out about origins of
theories used in the study. The literature review includes a large number of journal
articles and other resources that are related to the topic and methodology and are
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consistent with the scope of the study. The literature review covers publications from
1930 to 2020.
Theoretical Foundation
The EMH implies that an investor cannot do better than the market on a risk
adjusted and consistent basis, because only new information can change the market price.
However, few researchers have evaluated individual investors’ trading behavior
regarding day of the week and time of day. This theoretical framework was the best for
my dissertation because the study evaluates an established theory in finance and assesses
one of the anomalies of the theory.
Literature Review
EMH
The market is said to be efficient if it adjusts quickly and accurately to new
information. The EMH theory assumes that variations in prices are independent of one
another and represent random behaviors, and the actual price of a stock at any given time
is equal to the actual estimated value of that stock. In this context, participants cannot
make excessive profits in an efficient market.
There are three categories of an EMH depending on level of information: weak,
semi-strong, and strong (Fama, 1970). Fama tested these three categories to identify
levels of information at which point the EMH fails. The first is called weak-form EMH.
In this category, current prices of a stock are set at their historical prices. Results of tests
of this form of EMH support the fair-game efficient market model. This form of EMH is
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characterized by the random movement of stock prices and is aligned with the random
walk hypothesis.
The second type is called semi-strong-form EMH. In this form, current stock
prices fully reflect historical information about prices as well as publicly available
information in the market such as annual earnings and stock splits (Fama, 1970).
Investors are unable to develop investment strategies based on basic analysis of balance
sheets, income statements, and dividend changes to acquire excessive profit because such
information is already public.
The third type is called strong-form EMH. In this form, the current price of the
stock fully reflects historical information about the stock price, publicly available
information in the market, and all pertinent information about the company, including
private information (Fama, 1970). This category involves concerns that some individuals
are privy to inside information compared with the general public, which can lead to
excess profits. Fama (1970) said the strong form is not strictly consistent with the EMH
because officers of corporations can use inside information. However, the practice of
using private information to generate excess profit is not common in the investment
community.
The EMH implies that investors cannot make excessive profits consistently
because a stock’s price movement has no usable patterns (Afrilianto & Daryanto, 2019).
Thus, uninformed investors with a diversified portfolio can make same rates of return in
the market as experts. As such, there is no possibility for an investor to earn above
average market returns when security prices reflect all available information.
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Average market performance is the most efficient in the long run and investors
cannot outperform the market. This implies that returns on each day of the week are
identical to returns on all other days (Sharif, 2019). Nevertheless, many studies have
shown the presence of calendar anomalies in the marketplace and argued that investors
have an opportunity to make excessive profits and outperform the market during certain
periods.
Stock market price changes can be predicted because returns are influenced by
seasonality (Afrilianto & Daryanto, 2019; Anjun, 2020; Hirshleifer et al., 2020; Kumar,
2016). Calendar anomalies pose the biggest threat to the EMH. Because of them, stock
prices change depending on day of the week, month in the year, and time of day. These
stock price behaviors are not consistent with the EMH. A shrewd investor can take
advantage of these inconsistencies to earn excessive profits from the stock market
(Karanovic & Karanovic, 2018). One of the most prominent calendar anomalies is the
Monday effect.
Market Anomalies
Stock price changes that cannot be explained by established financial theories are
normally termed financial market anomalies (Afrilianto & Daryanto, 2019). This is a
general term used to describe behaviors or events that evolve to defy an established
theory, model, or hypothesis without any logical explanation of why it happens.
Anomalies usually have a consistent pattern and cannot be overlooked as random errors
(Kahneman &Tversky, 1979). In the context of financial markets, calendar anomalies
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challenge the validity of the EMH and random walk theories. Once studied and exposed,
some anomalies disappear while others persist.
Many authors have studied the existence of financial anomalies in developed and
emerging markets. Similarly, there are many studies that show the existence of financial
anomalies in different market sectors, including foreign currency exchanges, derivatives,
bitcoin, interest rates, and treasury bills. Calendar anomalies include the January effect,
day-of-the-week effect, Islamic calendar effect, turn-of-the-month effect, half-of-themonth effect, time-of-the-month effect, 4 month-of-the-year effect, holiday effect, and
Halloween effect.
One of the seasonal anomalies is the January effect. The January effect is characterized
by higher mean returns during the month of January compared those on other months of
the year (Patel, 2016). The successive one-period returns of a stock are independent and
follow a random path, and thus should not show any consistent variance in monthly stock
returns over time. This implies that the January effect in stock market returns is an
anomaly. Wachtel (1942) examined the Dow Jones Industrial Average from I927 to 1942
and said the index displayed frequent bullish tendencies from December to January.
Many studies have also shown the presence of the January effect in different markets.
One possible reason for the January effect is the window dressing hypothesis. Many
investment managers sold their losing stocks in December to take advantage of tax rules
and reduce their burdens (Lakonishok & Smidt, 1988). The selling trend depressed the
stock price in December. Many investors bought back those stocks again in January,
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which in turn increased the stock price. This cycle of selling and buying back explains
higher returns in January (Caporale & Zakirova, 2017).
The turn-of-the-month effect anomaly results in the average stock returns for the last and
first 3 days of the month at a higher rate than returns during the rest of the days of the
month. Since its discovery, many researchers have found this abnormality in different
equity markets. Researchers have posited many reasons for the turn-of-the-month effect.
Some researchers have linked it to the turn-of-the-year effect. Similar to the turn-of-theyear effect, investment managers dress up their portfolio at the end of each quarter in
accordance with the window dressing hypothesis. Jebran and Chen (2017) said the turnof-the-month effect in the U.S. market is driven by the timing of dividend payments on
equity and the interest payments on debt.
The month-of-the-year effect involves changes in returns depending on the month of the
year. The January effect is one example of this phenomenon. Another example is the
Mark Twain effect, which shows stock returns at a lower rate in October compared to
other months (Caporale & Zakirova, 2017).
that the half-of-the-month effect means returns on equity during the first half of the
month are higher than returns during the second half of the month. Similar to the turn-ofthe-month effect, many researchers have found this anomaly in different equity markets
since its discovery.
The time of the month effect is a phenomenon where returns on equity are different
during each third of the month. The first third of the month has the highest return,
followed by returns during the second third, with the lowest rate of return during the last
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third of the month. Many researchers have identified this anomaly in different markets
around the world.
The holiday effect means that preholiday returns on equity are generally higher than
postholiday returns on equity. Seif et al. (2017) said argued that the holiday effect was a
global phenomenon and did not depend on a specific country’s capital market. The
preholiday rate of return is many times larger than the normal daily rate of return
(Caporale & Zakirova, 2017). Lakonishok and Smidt (1988) analyzed 90 years of data
from the Dow Jones Industrial Average index and concluded pre-holiday rates of return
were 23 times larger than normal daily rates of return. Bergsma and Jiang (2016) used
data from 11 major international markets celebrating six cultural New Year holidays that
do not occur on January 1 and found that stock markets tend to outperform during days
surrounding a cultural New Year. Bergsma and Jiang attributed this effect to positive
holiday moods and common cash infusions before a cultural New Year.
The Halloween effect shows that the rate of return on equity during months between
November to April is higher than during other time periods. Investors commonly sell
their assets in May and then buy them back in September (Caporale & Zakirova, 2017).
Investors may be able to use this strategy to achieve higher returns than the market
average.
Ramadan effect is part of the holy day effect. During Islamic calendar anomalies, return
on equity is higher during holy days than other days. From the Islamic perspective, the
Ramadan effect is the most significant. Different seasonal patterns of stock returns are
documented in the Islamic calendar. The month of Ramadan is a holy month for all
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Muslims around the world. The rate of return is higher during the month of Ramadan
compared to other months (Jebran & Chen, 2017).

Day of the Week (DOW) Effect
The DOW effect has been one of the most studied anomalies of the EMH in
financial literature. This effect consists of two types of anomalies: the Monday effect and
the weekend effect. Several studies have evaluated the validity of the Monday effect
(Bihal et al., 2019; Gayakar et al., 2020; Richards & Willows, 2019; Tadepalli & Jain,
2018; Tilica, 2018; Ulku & Rogers, 2018). The Monday effect states that returns and
trading volumes on Mondays are generally lower than those on other days of the week
(Afrilianto & Daryanto, 2019; Arman & Lestari, 2018; Rita et al., 2018). Many
researchers have studied and documented this phenomenon extensively (Karanovic &
Karanovic, 2018). Studies have shown that returns on the stock market are consistently
low on Mondays (Aharon & Qudan, 2019; Arman & Lestari, 2018; Cross, 1973;
Chukwuogor-Ndu, 2020; French, 1980; Lu & Gao, 2016; Tadepalli & Jain, 2018). The
weekend effect suggests that the returns on Fridays are generally higher than on other
days of the week. Xiao (2016) and others argued that the DOW effect was present in
many markets around the world, including different sectors of the market, and influenced
return on investments, specifically on Mondays and Fridays. Studies have shown that the
DOW effect extends beyond the U.S. equity market and are present in many international
markets (Afrilianto & Daryanto, 2019; Gayakar et al., 2020; Khan et al., 2018; Lu &
Gao, 2016; Tadepalli & Jain, 2018). DOW effect is also present in other financial sectors
such as real estate, bitcoin, derivatives, and interest rate. futures market, treasury bill
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market, currency exchange market, and bond market (Anjum, 2020; Arman & Lestari,
2018; Decourt et al., 2019; Faizan et al., 2018; Kumar 2016).
The weekend effect states that the returns on Fridays are generally higher than
other days of the week and the returns on Monday are smaller than the rest of the week.
(Afrilianto & Daryanto, 2019; Tadepalli & Jain, 2018). For more than half a century,
researchers across the globe have quantitatively analyzed weekend effect (Abraham &
Ikenberry, 1994; Anjum, 2020; Caporale & Plastun (2017); Fields, 1931; French, 1980;
Keim & Stambaugh, 1984; Khan et al., 2018; Miss et al., 2019; Richards & Willows,
2019). Some of the recent studies argued that the weekend effect has disappeared in
developed markets.
In 1930, Fred C. Kelly documented the Monday effect in his book Why You Win
or Lose, arguing that individual investors tend to sell their stocks on Mondays, causing
stock prices to decline that day. The author studied stock markets as a way to understand
crowd behavior. Even though it was not a scientific study, he observed that the chances
of losing in the market is greatest on Mondays. He also observed that the prices of the
stocks are at their lowest point around 1:00 pm every day. Furthermore, he noticed that
investors have a tendency to sell their good stocks and hold on to poor stocks. He
concluded that human psychology played a bigger role in deciding whether investors win
or lose rather than the economic conditions. Vanity and greed are the biggest reasons why
individual investors lose in stock market. Confirmation bias caused investors to hold on
to poor stocks, hoping they will advance in time. Mood also played significant role in
individual investor behavior.
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Fields (1931) empirically examined the hypothesis that investors had a tendency
to sell their stocks the day before a stock exchange holiday. Because the stock market
was open on Saturdays during that period and closed on Sundays, the hypothesis
suggested a decline in prices and consequently a lower closing stock prices on Saturday
than the prices on Friday and Monday because of more sell than buy orders. The study
compared the Saturday index with the average of the Friday and Monday indexes for
each week from the Dow Jones Industrial Average for period of 16 years from 1915 to
1930. The results of the study debunked the hypothesis and proved that the index for
Saturday is sometimes higher and sometimes lower than the same indexes for Friday and
Monday.
In the seminal work on the periodic structure in the Brownian motion of stock
prices, Osborne (1962) argued that one can find a sample of stock for which the probable
value of the expected change in loge is slightly different than zero. While not in conflict
with the elementary properties of the Brownian motion, Osborne asserted there was
evidence of periodic structure corresponding to intervals of days, weeks, quarters, and
years. The author suggested this phenomenon simply reflected the cycles of human
attention span. The author also observed evidence of clustered activity.
Cross (1973) documented non-random movements in stock prices and the
weekend effect in the U.S. stock market. The author quantitatively analyzed the
distribution of price changes on Fridays and Mondays and the relationship between price
changes on those two days. The study consisted of secondary data from 844 sets of
Fridays and following Mondays from January 1953 to December 1970 in the Standard &
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Poor's composite stock index. The study documented stock prices consistently rose on
Fridays more often than on any other day of the week. The study also documented that
stock prices rose the least on Mondays. The study concluded that the relationship
between price changes on Friday and Monday was significantly different from the
relationship between price changes on other successive business days.
French (1980) also studied the Monday effect using secondary data containing the
daily returns of Standard and Poor’s composite portfolio from 1953 through 1977. To
evaluate the change in the Monday effect over a long period of time, the author divided
the 25-year study period into five smaller subperiods of 5 years each. The study
confirmed that the average returns for Monday were significantly negative during all 5year subperiods. However, the study found the average returns for the other 4 days of the
week were positive. Gibbons and Hess (1981) further quantitatively studied the Monday
effect and confirmed that daily returns on Mondays were unusually negative for 30
individual stocks of the Dow Jones Industrial Index. Keim & Stambaugh (1984)
conducted the next major investigation of the Monday effect. The authors expanded the
study data for a period to 55 years. The study results confirmed the Monday effect for the
whole period. Similar to French, Lakonishok and Maberly (1990) also conducted a study
using secondary data containing the daily returns of the NYSE listed common stocks for
25 years covering the period from 1962-86. Their study also confirmed the existence of
the Monday effect in the U.S. market. They also found that retail investors trade
relatively more than institutional investors on Mondays and argued the individual
investor behavior was the main driver for the Monday effect. Additionally, Abraham and
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Ikenberry (1994) conducted a similar study using secondary data from 1963 to 1991 to
investigate the causes for the Monday effect. Their study found strong relationship
between Fridays and Mondays return and concluded that Monday return are negative
most of the time when the preceding Fridays return are negative.
More recently, Bishal et al. (2019) analyzed the DOW trading patterns to
ascertain the individual investors’ influence on the Monday effect in the U.S. market.
They used secondary data of the NYSE-listed firms between March 2004 and June 2013.
Consistent with the Monday effect, the authors found that Monday stock returns were
generally lower than those of other weekdays and were negative on average. They also
found that trading activity of individual investors on Mondays was lower than had been
previously documented. Similarly, Birru (2018) documented the DOW effect in the
cross-section of stock returns in the U.S. equity market. The study contained stock return
data from NYSE, Amex, and Nasdaq common stocks from July 1963 through December
2013. The study showed that speculative stocks earned low returns on Mondays and high
returns on Fridays. Similarly, Xiao (2016) found that the DOW effect persisted in the
American stock market from 2010 to 2015. The author argued that daily returns were the
lowest on Mondays and built up to a peak on Fridays. Chatterjee and Hubble (2017)
evaluated the DOW effect in the biotechnology stocks using daily returns from the
NASDAQ Biotechnology Index from 2002 to 2015. The results of the study concluded
that DOW effect remained significant in biotechnology stocks in the U.S.
Several studies have recently contradicted the presence of the weekend effect in the U.S.
market. Some such studies have suggested that the weekend effect has become less
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important over the years (Plastun et al., 2019). For example, Robins and Smith (2016)
reported in their study that the weekend effect disappeared after 1975 and argued that it
was no longer an anomaly in the U.S. stock market. The authors used data from daily
weekday returns on the Center for Research in Security Prices market portfolios of the
NYSE stocks that included daily log returns on the small minus big and high minus low
from July 1926 to 10 December 2014. These dates span the 1953–1977 sample period in
French (1980) and the 1962–1978 sample period in Gibbons and Hess (1981) studies.
Similarly, Zica (2017) analyzed the DOW effect in three 18-year subperiods: from 1953
to 1970; from 1971 to 1988; and from 1989 to 2006. The results showed that the DOW
had declined over a period of time with the last sub-period showing no effect at all.
Additionally, Plastun et al. (2020) asserted that seasonal anomalies were common during
the middle of the 20th century, but has disappeared in recent years from major global
markets.
International Evidence
There are several studies that investigated the presence of seasonal anomalies in
the international market with varying results. Chiah and Zhong (2019) quantitatively
examined the day of the week effect in 24 international equity markets. In particular, they
studied the difference between speculative and non-speculative stock returns. Their
findings supported the presence of the DOW effect around the world. Similarly, Zhang et
al. (2017) investigate the DOW effects in 28 markets from 25 countries around the world.
The study results concluded the existence of DOW effects in both emerging and
developed stock markets. Campanella et al. (2016) analyzed the EMH in European
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financial markets. The authors used secondary data from 1,708 manufacturing and
service businesses and found the financial market in Europe was not consistent with
semi-strong EMH. The authors conjectured the findings of the study supported theories
of behavioral finance such as the irrational conduct of investors in financial markets and
the tendency to take excessive risks associated with a particular stock. Similarly,
Chukwuogor-Ndu (2020) examined the DOW stock return patterns and the volatility of
returns of ten East Asian stock markets (China, India, Japan, Indonesia, Malaysia,
Philippines, Singapore, South Korea, Thailand, and Taiwan) to provide empirical
evidence in the post 1997 Asian financial crisis period. The study used data from daily
closing market indices from 1998 to 2003. The authors concluded the DOW effect was
still present in the ten Asian stock markets, even though the days with negative or
positive returns have wandered to other days in some countries.
Anjum (2020) investigated the presence of the day of the week effect, weekend
effect and month of the year effect in the stock exchanges in Pakistan. The secondary
data used for the study consisted of monthly, daily and weekly returns of two stock
exchanges. The data for one of the stock exchanges was from January 2004 to January
2016, while the data for the other was from January 2016 to April 2019. The study
concluded the DOW effect was persistent in the Pakistan stock market. Similarly, Jebran
and Chen (2017) investigated the presence of seasonal anomalies in an Islamic equity
market of Pakistan. The study included daily data from September 2008 to June 2015.
The results of the study indicated significant DOW effect, turn-of-the-month effect, timeof-the-month effect, and half-of-the-month effect in the Islamic index. Ulla et al. (2016)
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also evaluated the presence of the January effect in the Karachi stock market. They used
secondary data from the Karachi stock exchange 100 index for the period from January
2004 to December 2014. The results revealed the presence of the January effect in the
Karachi market. Al Barghouthi and Ehsan (2017) studied five Jordanian indices and
concluded the investors can outperform the market and make abnormal profits, and
therefore was inefficiency at the weak form level. Cengiz et al. (2017) evaluated DOW
effect in Borsa Istanbul Index and found the stock market inefficient. However, Öncü et
al. (2017) found Borsa Istanbul Index to be consistent with EMH.
There are several studies conducted in the Indonesian market, albeit sometimes
with conflicting results. For example, Afrilianto and Daryanto (2019) conducted a study
using the stock of 22 companies listed in the Indonesian stock market. The authors used
secondary data during the period from January 2013 to December 2018. The study result
showed the DOW effect was present in all twenty-two stock returns during the study
period. The authors concluded the DOW effect existed in the Indonesia Stock Exchange.
Other studies supported this finding (Faisal & Majid, 2016; Hendrawaty & Huzaimah,
2019). Similarly, Arief (2020) used data from the Indonesia Stock Exchange from 2000
to 2019 to study the wandering weekday effect. The results of the study concluded there
was a negative wandering Monday effect when the market is falling. Rita et al. (2018)
tested the weekday pattern in Indonesian stock market during the period from August
2016 to January 2017. The results showed the lowest and highest return are observed on
Mondays and Wednesdays respectively. Juniarwoko et al. (2017) investigated the DOW
anomaly in the Indonesian stock market. The data contained information about 58 stocks
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that represented large, medium, and small cap stocks. The study concluded the DOW
effect is present in the Indonesian stock market. Hambayanti and Budileksmana (2016)
investigated the presence of the Monday effect in the Jakarta stock market. The
secondary data consisted of stock market index at Jakarta Stock Exchange from 1999 to
2005. The results of the study concluded Monday returns are significantly negative and
are lower than returns during the rest of the week. Another study (Bagaskara &
Khairunnisa, 2019) also found similar results during the period from 2013 to 2017.
Furthermore, Dian et al. (2018) analyzed market anomalies including the Monday effect
and the January effect in Indonesia. The study used secondary data from 2016 to 2017.
However, the study results concluded that the Monday effect was not present in the
Indonesian stock market, but the January effect was present. Another study conducted by
Arman and Lestari (2018) quantitatively researched Monday effect in the banking sector
in the Indonesian stock exchange. They used secondary data of monthly closing prices of
stocks from 2014 to 2017. The results of the study concluded the Monday effect is absent
in banking stocks on the Indonesia Stock Exchange except during the months of April
and June. Similar studies confirmed the absence of the DOW effect on Indonesian stock
market (Nuroniyah & Ady, 2018; Suryanto, 2019).
There were a few studies on the Thailand stock market to evaluate the existence
of the DOW effect with mixed results. Khanthavit and Chaowalerd (2016) evaluated the
DOW effect in the Stock Exchange of Thailand using daily return data on three index
portfolios from September 2002 to August 2015. The study found the DOW effect on two
of the index portfolios, but not the third one.
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Richards and Willows (2019) investigated the individual investor behavior and its
impact on the Monday effect in the United Kingdom (UK). They used data from trading
activity for 7200 UK investors from July 2006 to December 2009. The study results
showed individual investors preferred trading on Mondays and traded in a W-shaped
intraday pattern. Sharif (2019) examined whether the Weekend effect anomaly existed in
the Australian Financial Exchange. The author used secondary data from January 1994 to
September 2018 for the study and confirmed the presence of weekend Australian stock
market. However, the author observed that the weekend effect had shifted from smaller
stocks to larger stocks. Rossi & Gunardi (2018) examined seasonal anomalies in France,
Germany, Italy and Spain from 2001 to 2010 and did not find strong evidence for their
presence.
Razia and Yuvraj (2019) studied the DOW anomaly in India. They used data from
2001 to 2018. The researchers analyzed daily purchasing, selling, and net investing
activities during this period. The conclusion of the study was the DOW effect was present
in the Indian market and hence was inconsistent with the EMH. Similarly, Tadepalli and
Jain (2018) studied stock exchanges in India to determine the presence of the DOW
effect. They used secondary data from daily stock market returns of 11 market capitalbased indices and 22 sectoral indices in two of the stock exchanges in India. They used
the data from the start of the respective stocks to December 2017. The results of the study
confirmed the presence of the DOW effect in both Indian stock exchanges. Chawla
(2018) also examined the DOW effect in Indian stock markets. The study used data of 17
indices for the sample period from April 2009 to June 2018. The results concluded the
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DOW effect existed in the Indian stock markets, and hence markets were inefficient.
Kumar and Jawa (2017) studied the efficiency in Indian stock markets. The study
included data from daily and monthly returns from January 1995 to December 2015 and
confirmed the presence of the DOW effects in Indian stock markets. Kothari et al. (2017)
evaluated DOW effects on the returns and volatility of the Bombay Stock Exchange and
National Stock Exchange indices for the period from 2005 to 2014, validating its
presence.
Obalade and Muzindusti (2019) investigated the behavior of the DOW effect
under different bull and bear market conditions in African stock markets. The study used
daily stock market return indices of the major stock markets in Africa (Nigeria, South
Africa, Mauritius, Morocco, and Tunisia) for a period from 1998 to 2017. The findings of
the study showed that active investors were able to make excessive profits in most
African markets during bearish conditions, which was not consistent with the EMH.
Using secondary data from 1995 to 2016, Toit et al, (2018) also investigated the presence
of a DOW effect in the Johannesburg Stock Exchange indices. Their findings also
supported the DOW effect in the South African markets.
Several quantitative studies tested the DOW effect in the Balkan countries. Tilica
(2018) analyzed the evolution of the Bucharest stock exchange to understand the
existence of the DOW effect and time-of-the-month effect in Romania. The study
included secondary data from January 2000 to December 2017. The results showed both
DOW effect and time-of-the-month effect impacted the Romanian stock market. In a
similar study, Avdalović (2018) quantitatively analyzed the data from the stock
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exchanges in the Balkan region during the period from 2008 to 2014 to study the impact
of the DOW effect. The results of the study confirmed the effect of the DOW on all
stock markets in the region, except for Bulgaria. Similarly, Svrtinov et al. (2017)
examined seasonal anomalies on the Macedonian stock market’s daily returns during the
period from 2006 to 2016. The results of the study provided evidence for the existence of
the Monday effect and the January effect. Similarly, Caporale et al. (2016) found the
Ukrainian stock market inefficient.
Winkelried and Iberico (2018) evaluated the influence of the DOW effect in six
major Latin American markets. The secondary dataset used for the study consisted of
representative indices for the Latin American stock markets derived from the Bloomberg
database from 1995 to 2014. The study concluded Monday returns were the lowest and
negative in all six markets, whereas Friday returns are the highest and positive in five
cases. The results confirmed the DOW effect in major Latin American markets.
Novotna and Zeng (2017) tested the impact of the DOW effect in two Chinese
stock markets. The authors used secondary data from the Shanghai Stock Exchange
Composite Index and Shenzhen Composite Index during the period from 2000 to 2013.
The overall results indicated that both indexes were impacted by the DOW effect.
Akbalik & Ozkan (2017) studied day of the DOW effect in Brazil, India,
Indonesia, Turkey, and South Africa during 2007 to 2008. They found the DOW anomaly
was absent in emerging markets, except Indonesia where there was significantly negative
first trading day returns and positive Wednesday returns. A similar quantitative study by
Khanna and Mittal (2016) of the stock markets in Brazil, Russia, India, China and South
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Africa during 2001 to 2014 period showed the existence of the DOW effect in Indian and
Chinese stock markets only.
Khan et al. (2018) evaluated the performance of Islamic stock indices for the
presence of Islamic calendar anomaly. The study included daily data from January 2010
to September 2017 of the Shariah index consisting of funds from 22 emerging economies.
The study showed mixed results with the effect of Ramadan both significant and
insignificant depending on the year.
Presence of DOW Effect in Other Financial Sectors
Various other market segments are also susceptible to the DOW effect (Anjum,
2020; Arman & Lestari, 2018; Decourt et al., 2019; Faizan et al., 2018; Kumar 2016).
Gayaker et al. (2020) investigated the relationship between the DOW effect and the
interest rate in Turkey’s financial market. They used secondary data of the daily interest
rate and the daily return in Borsa Istanbul for the period from 1990 to 2017. The study
argued the DOW effect decreased as the return in overnight interest rates decreased. They
concluded there was a positive relationship between the expected relative returns on
Monday to Friday and overnight interest rates. Similarly, Mangenis and Mike (2018)
used daily data for futures prices from May 2010 to the end of December 2014 to study
the existence of the DOW effect on the Ukrainian stock market. They observed abnormal
positive returns on Fridays and concluded the Ukrainian stock market was inefficient.
Mamende and Malaquias (2017) conducted research to analyze the Monday effect in
Brazilian hedge funds that do not have redemption restrictions. The authors used daily
returns from 2162 hedge funds, consisting of a total of 2,689,791 observations from
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January 2005 to March 2014. The results of the study confirmed the existence of DOW
effect in the Brazilian market.
Studies have shown that there is a negative correlation between stock market
index and the corresponding volatility index. Akhtar et al. (2017) explored the DOW
effect in the volatility index and its underlying stock index in India for a period from
2009 to 2016 and found positive Monday effect in the volatility index of India, but not in
the stock index. In a slightly different study, Batrinca et al. (2018) used quantitative
analysis to investigate the drivers affecting the trading volume in pan‐European stock
market. The study consisted of secondary data for the period between January 2000 and
May 2015 comprising 2,353 stocks from different countries. Results of the study showed
less trading activity on Mondays, and thus confirmed the DOW effect on trading
volumes.
Bampinas et al. (2016) performed a quantitative study to evaluate the DOW effect
in the securitized real estate market indices in Europe using data from 1990 to 2010. The
results of the study reinforced the argument that DOW effect is not present in the
European market. Bush and Stephens (2016) empirically examined the EUR/USD
currency pair over six different periods from 1999 to 2014 to study the Monday effect on
European currency. Based on the result, the authors postulated that the Monday effect
existed in the EUR/USD currency pair, but was influenced by the relative strength or
weakness of the EUR. In a similar study, Kumar (2016) examined the DOW effects on 12
currency markets of advanced and emerging currencies from 1985 to 2014. The study
used secondary data from Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System. The results
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showed that DOW effect was present on the currency market, with stronger effects on the
emerging markets and effect almost vanishing for advanced currencies in later years. In a
similar study, Dao et al. (2016) evaluated the spot foreign exchange markets of 8 major
and 9 emerging currencies in the world and concluded that currency markets are weakform inefficient.
Even though still young and volatile, the cryptocurrency market has attracted
much attention in analyzing the DOW effect with varying results. Caporale and Plastun
(2019) examined secondary data from four cryptocurrencies (BitCoin, LiteCoin, Ripple,
and Dash) during the period from 2013 to 2017. The study found that most
cryptocurrencies, except BitCoin, did not show the DOW effect. Further analysis
indicated positive correlation between past and future values of cryptocurrencies which
provided an opportunity to exploit its behavior to generate abnormal profits in the
cryptocurrency market (Caporale et al., 2018). Ma and Tanizaki (2019) conducted a
similar quantitative study using secondary data from 2013 to 2018 on BitCoin and found
the DOW effect along with high volatility on Mondays and Thursdays in the market.
Similarly, Mbanga (2019) quantitatively studied the DOW effect on price clustering in
Bitcoin. The study contained secondary data from 2011 to 2018. The results proved that
the clustering around whole numbers is stronger on Fridays and weaker on Mondays.
proving the DOW effect in Bitcoin price clustering. A similar study conducted by
Robiyanto et al. (2019) using secondary data from 2014 to 2018 to assess the DOW effect
on Bitcoin and Litecoin confirmed its presence in the cryptocurrency market. Thus, the
results showed the cryptocurrency market is not consistent with EMH. However, other
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studies did not find DOW effect on BitCoin, but the results found lower trading activities
during evening hours and on weekends (Baur et al., 2019; Kaiser, 2019; Kinateder &
Papavassiliou, 2019). Similarly, Long et al. (2020) investigated the cross-sectional
seasonality anomaly in cryptocurrency markets and found significant seasonal pattern.
Possible Reasons for DOW Effect
Researchers have conjectured several reasons for the DOW effect during the past
half century. However, there has been no consensus on any of the reasons. One argument
for the DOW effect is the settlement date. The reasoning behind this argument was the
Settlement Regime Hypothesis that states that the period between the trade date and the
settlement date creates an opportunity for an interest-free loan until the settlement
(Lakonishok & Levi, 1982). Weekends afforded an investor an extra two days to use the
money in other markets (such as interest-bearing bank deposits). Gayaker et al. (2020)
provided empirical evidence from Turkey that confirmed the DOW effect decreased as
the overnight interest rates decreased.
Another hypothesis for the DOW effect is the timing of corporate financial
announcements. French (1980) posited the information release hypothesis which argued
corporations have a tendency to release positive financial information during weekdays
and negative financial information on the weekend to mitigate panic selling and allowing
investors a few days to absorb the negative news. A similar study by Abraham &
Ikenberry (1994) confirmed this hypothesis and suggested corporations release good
news during regular trading days and postpone the release of bad news until the weekend.
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This pattern of news releases caused lower stock prices on Mondays and higher stock
prices on Fridays.
A growing number of studies pointed to behavioral economics to explain the
weekend effect and investor psychology. In general, these studies are predicated on
investor psychology. These studies are rooted in the hypothesis that mood increases from
Thursday to Friday, decreases on Monday. As a result, people were prone to evaluate
future prospects more optimistically when they are in a good mood than when they are in
a bad mood. Thus, investor mood influenced their investment decisions (Birru, 2018).
This investment behavior contradicts with one of the basic assumptions of EMH which
assumes all market participants are rational actors. Obalade & Muzindutsi, (2019)
explained that individual investors act irrationally at times, making some decisions
quickly and with insufficient information or time. Individual characteristics such as
pessimism, optimism, fear, and mood play a critical role in investment decisions.
Similarly, other patterns of behavior such as overconfidence and overreaction also
influence investment decisions (Da et al., 2015; Daniel & Hirshleifer, 2015; Hao et al.,
2018). Chhaochharia et al. (2019) also supported the behavioral economic theory and
argued that mood of small business managers impacted their economic expectations.
The investor’s psychology hypothesis states investors are more likely to purchase
securities as holidays approach due to the general feeling of good fellowship and holiday
excitement (Hirshleifer, 2001; Wachtel, 1942). Confirming this hypothesis, Rystrom and
Benson (1989) found that individual investor selling activity followed a weekday patterns
of psychological well-being. They argued the people are generally less optimistic on
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Mondays and the lower Monday return is an example of investor’s psychology
hypothesis. Similarly, Thaler (1987) argued happier people believed in more positive
outcomes and traded more profusely. In this context, investor’s emotions impacted their
investment decisions, and they could act irrationally. Birru (2018) argued that investor
psychology was a major factor in deciding whether to buy or sell stocks. The author
asserted investors were in good moods on Fridays and poor moods on Mondays. This
dichotomy in emotion resulted in highest returns on Fridays and lowest on Mondays.
Birru’s conclusion is supported by findings from Chiah and Zhong (2019). Their study
used data from 24 countries and empirically demonstrated investors’ pessimism and
optimism in assessing the company’s future prospects translated to negative returns on
Mondays and positive returns on Fridays. Richards et al. (2018) also supported the
behavioral economic theories and argued that investors held stocks at a loss longer than
stocks at a gain. The authors called this pattern of behavior as disposition effect and
suggested that less experienced and less sophisticated investors are more prone to this
behavior. Similarly, Richards and Willows (2018) identified individual investor
characteristics such as propensity to trade frequently, reluctance to sell losses, and
eagerness to sell gains as enabling the Monday effect.
Abraham and Ikenberry (1994) argued that the relationship between Friday and
Monday was stronger than that of any other pair of consecutive trading days in the U.S.
stock market. As an example, the authors proved that Monday returns were negative most
of the time when Friday's return is negative. They also proved that Monday returns were
positive only about 10% of the time when previous Friday returns were positive. The
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authors suggested the trading behavior of individual investors was one factor contributing
to this pattern because they are more active sellers of stock on Mondays.
Some studies suggested institutional investors drove the Monday effect (Ali &
Ulku, 2019). Several studies argued institutional investors were less active on Mondays
because of the fear of possible private information flows over the weekend (Sias &
Starks, 1995). More recently, Ulku & Rogers (2018) used data from daily trading with
investor type identification from three major Asian stock markets (Korea, Taiwan, and
Thailand) and concluded institutional investor trading was responsible for the Monday
effect, not individual investor trading. The authors observed individual investors were net
buyers when the preceding Friday returns were negative, thus mitigating the Monday
effect. They conjured that institutional investor needed time to analyze large trades and
hence were less active on Mondays. The results of the study pointed to a close
relationship between the presence of the Monday effect and overall higher movement in
price of institutional ownership. Similarly, Ulku and Andonov (2016) found that
institutional investor trading was lowest on Mondays and individual investor trading was
highest on Mondays.
Individual Investors
Many studies pointed to individual investors as the reason for the day of the week
effect. Some studies suggested individual investors had a tendency to sell more stocks on
Mondays and thus caused the decrease in stock price on that day. Osborne (1962) was the
first person to suggest individual investment pattern is responsible for the weekend effect.
The author speculated individual investors had more time to spend on financial decisions
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during the weekend and executed their decisions on Mondays. The author argued
Mondays are usually planning days for institutional investors and hence were less active
on that day. Lakonishok and Maberly (1990) also conducted a study using the dataset
containing the daily returns of NYSE listed common stocks for 25 years covering the
period from 1962-86. Their study also confirmed the existence of Monday effect in the
U.S. market. They also found that retail investors trade relatively more than institutional
investors on Mondays and argued individual investor behavior was the main driver for
the Monday effect. Individual investors trade as percentage of the total trade was the
highest on Mondays and the individual investors performed more sales transactions than
buy transactions, resulting in lower returns on Mondays. The authors conjectured that the
individual investors are mostly working people, have more time to analyze their financial
portfolio during the weekend, and thus sell more profusely on Mondays. However, the
institutional investors mostly use Mondays as a planning day and thus are less active.
Abraham and Ikenberry (1994) said individual investors participated more on
Monday trades. Lakonishok and Maberly (1990) study agreed with this finding.
Participation was higher if the stock market had bad news the previous week. The results
of the study were based on U.S. market and argued that trading strategy of individual
investors was one of the causes for the weekend trend. The authors argued that it is more
costly for individual investors to gather accurate information about securities during
weekdays because they typically have daytime jobs or are involved in other activities.
These investors normally have opportunities to gather information during the weekend
and reach investment decisions. The authors conjured this pattern of behavior as the
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reason for the active participation of individual investors on Mondays. However, the
individual investors have a propensity to sell rather than buy on Mondays. The
information these investors receive from the brokerage community during weekdays is
normally skewed towards buy decisions. Thus, investors make more sell decisions during
the weekend to balance out the buy-sell ratio or to cash out some securities. This
phenomenon is known as the information processing hypothesis.
Summary and Conclusions
This chapter described the major themes in the literature as they pertained to this
study. The main theory used in this study is the EMH which is one of the central theories
of modern finance (Lekovic, 2018; Toit et al., 2018). Monday effect has been one of the
most intriguing anomalies of EMH (Ulku & Rogers, 2018). While many studies have
concluded the existence of the Monday effect, researchers have not come to a consensus
about the reasons for it (Bishal et al., 2019). Some studies suggested that the trading
behavior of individual investors drive this anomaly (Birru, 2018; Breaban & Noussair,
2018; Hirshleifer et al., 2020). However, no comprehensive study has been carried out
using actual individual investor data showing the day of the week and time of the day in
the US stock market. Understanding the influence of the individual investors on the
Monday effect requires gathering and analyzing the actual trading data of investors. This
study aims to fill this gap by using actual individual investor data including the day of the
week and time of the day from 2006 to 2016.
This chapter included a description of the literature review, giving a synopsis of
current literature that established the relevance to the problem of the study. It also
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explained the literature search strategy I used and the theoretical foundation for the study.
Finally, it provided an exhaustive review of the current literature including studies related
to the seasonal anomalies using quantitative methodology.
Chapter 3 includes the description of the research design rationale including the
study variables. It provides a detailed description of the methodology and the data used in
the study. This chapter also provides an explanation of data sorting and organizing
procedures used in this study. Further, it includes threats to validity and ethical
procedures used in the study.
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Chapter 3: Research Method
The purpose of this comparative study was to test the EMH theory which is
defined as the phenomenon where prices of the stock in the market at a given time always
and fully reflect all available information about that stock at that time. I also tested the
role of the individual investor on the Monday effect. The study was designed to compare
individual investors’ average returns, trade percentages, and trading patterns on Monday
with other weekdays. The independent variable was day of the week. The dependent
variables were average daily returns, percentages of individual investor trades compared
to total trades, and number of individual investor trades in 30-minute intervals within a
day. I used publicly available data from the NYSE from 2006 to 2016.
Chapter 3 includes a synopsis of the purpose of the study and descriptions of the
research design rationale, including study variables. I also provide a detailed description
of the methodology and data used in the study. This chapter includes an explanation of
data sorting and organizing procedures used in this study. Additionally, Chapter 3
contains research questions and hypotheses as well as threats to validity and ethical
procedures used in the study.
Research Design and Rationale
The research design for studies is a general plan that can help researchers answer
research questions. It includes plans and strategies to analyze data and information
(Cantrell, 2011). This study was based on a nonexperimental quantitative comparative
design. The basic purpose of the design is to evaluate relationships between variables.
The comparative design was best for this study because I was evaluating the relationship
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between variables to test the theory of the EMH and the role of individual investors on
the Monday effect.
Methodology
There are three types of research methods: quantitative, qualitative, and mixed
methods approaches. I evaluated these three methods to ascertain the method most
suitable to answer research questions in this study. Most researchers choose the
quantitative method to answer research questions requiring numerical data. Accordingly,
I selected the quantitative methodology for this study. The qualitative method usually
involves textual data, while mixed methods involves a combination of numerical and
textual data (Williams, 2007). The qualitative method was not suited to address
relationships between variables. The mixed methods approach has the characteristics of
both quantitative and qualitative methods and is normally used when these two methods
are not sufficient to address the research problem. The present study involved testing
hypotheses based on the EMH, and qualitative data were not used. Consequently, the
qualitative and the mixed methods approaches were not appropriate for this study.
The present study involved using the quantitative methodology. Chelaa (2017)
described quantitative research as the study method that involves collecting and
analyzing data using statistics. The quantitative method was the best approach to answer
research questions requiring numerical data and generalize results to a larger population.
Accordingly, this methodology was consistent with the purpose of this study, which was
to compare individual investors’ average returns, trade percentages, and trading patterns
between Monday and other weekdays. Quantitative methods usually build upon existing
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theories, and results can be predictive, explanatory, or confirming (Williams, 2007). The
quantitative method is normally used to answer questions related to relationships between
variables, either to establish or validate relationships. The quantitative research process
normally consists of developing a problem statement and corresponding hypothesis. It is
followed by an exhaustive literature review and data analysis.
Population
Population selection is important in a quantitative study, and it must align with
research questions. There are several factors that determine the efficacy of the research
design, including quality of the data and selected population. The purpose of this
comparative study was to test the EMH. I used publicly available secondary data from the
NYSE during the period from 2006 to 2016. The NYSE is the largest stock exchange in
the world, with a market capitalization of its listed companies at over USD 26 trillion.
There are two primary methods of collecting samples: probabilistic and nonprobabilistic sampling. Almost all researchers evaluating calendar anomalies during the
past 50 years have used non-probabilistic purposive sampling. Accordingly, the
purposive sample data used for this study included all transactions on the NYSE from
2006 to 2016. Using archived data as the sample for this study was appropriate because it
was suited to answer the research questions by evaluating the historical relationship
between variables.
Archival Data
The present study involved publicly available secondary data from the NYSE.
Individual investor trading data used in this study were accurate because they were
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electronically gathered from the NYSE. The NYSE compiled data using transaction
records of purchases and sales in their centralized stock market.
Specifically, I used comprehensive actual individual investor trading data, the
NYSE ReTrac End of Day. This dataset included all individual investors selling and
purchasing records on the NYSE. It contains summaries of all stock activities during the
day and includes the volume of retail buy and sell shares executed on the NYSE. Data
used in this study covered a sample period from May 2006 to April 2016 and provided
the most up to date assessment of individual investors’ influence on the Monday effect.
Secondary data analysis involved data collected by a third party for another
primary purpose. Government agencies such as the U.S. Census Bureau and Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention collect data for their internal studies. Similarly, private
companies such as Yahoo! and Bloomberg collect data on businesses. Researchers can
use these types of data as secondary sources to conduct their studies. Secondary data
analysis involves proper methods and procedures to evaluate data. Use of such data helps
to complete the study faster with limited resources. Secondary data analysis involves the
same basic research principles as studies using primary data, and researchers can apply
theoretical knowledge and conceptual skills to address research questions.
There are several advantages to using secondary data. First, it is cost effective
and convenient. Researchers do not have to invest time and money to collect data because
it is already available (Johnson, 2017). Second, secondary data enables researchers to
complete studies on an efficient timeline, bypassing the most time-consuming step of
data collection. Third, secondary data also tends to be high quality with larger samples,
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because they are normally collected by funded or large organizations. Use of larger
samples adds to the validity of results and helps to generalize findings. Fourth, access to
high-quality secondary data enables many researchers who otherwise may be unable to
afford to collect data to contribute to knowledge, thus equalizing opportunities for all and
building a capacity for research. Finally, secondary data analysis enables research
through replication and reinterpretation of existing research.
There are a few methodological weaknesses when using secondary data to
investigate new research questions and generate new knowledge. The first limitation of
using secondary data is it was collected for another purpose and may not be ideal for this
study (Johnson, 2017). In this regard, I used programming scripts to extract the data used
for this study. Another disadvantage of using secondary data is I did not participate in the
data collection process and did not know exactly how it was conducted. I was unaware of
any potential problems during data collection or whether all ethical procedures were
followed.
Data Analysis Plan
Data analysis involves inspecting, cleansing, transforming, and modeling data.
Through this process, raw data are converted into useful information for decisionmaking. There are many approaches and techniques in data analysis that are used in
different business and research settings. This section includes approaches and techniques
in data analysis used in this study. I also describe software used for data analysis.
Furthermore, I explain data cleansing and screening procedures that were used in the
study.
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The purpose of this comparative study was to test the EMH and role of the
individual investor on Monday effect. The study was designed to compare individual
investors’ average return, trade percentages, and trading patterns on Monday with other
weekdays. Research questions and hypotheses were:
RQ1: Are there statistically significant differences in investor average returns
between Monday and other weekdays?
H01: There are no statistically significant differences in investor average returns
between Monday and other weekdays.
Ha1: There are statistically significant differences in investor average returns
between Monday and other weekdays.
RQ2: Are there statistically significant differences in individual investor trade
percentages between Monday and other weekdays?
H02: There are no statistically significant differences in individual investor trade
percentages between Monday and other weekdays.
Ha2: There are statistically significant differences in individual investor trade
percentages between Monday and other weekdays.
RQ3: Are there statistically significant differences in individual investor trading
patterns between Monday and other weekdays?
H03: There are no statistically significant differences in individual investor
trading patterns between Monday and other weekdays.
Ha3: There are statistically significant differences in individual investor trading
patterns between Monday and other weekdays.
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Statistical Package for the Social Science (SPSS) software was the primary tool
used for data analysis in this study. The software can compute various descriptive
statistics as well as create a comparative study to assess relationships between
independent and dependent variables.
The present study involved using various statistical techniques, such as
descriptive statistics, ANOVA, and a post hoc test to evaluate the influence of the
individual investor behavior on the Monday effect for the U.S. stock market. The
ANOVA test was used in this study to evaluate the influence of the independent variable
on the dependent variables. A post hoc test was used when the ANOVA found
statistically significant differences in the means of the dependent variables. It was used to
identify sources of differences in the means of the dependent variables.
I used Microsoft Excel spreadsheets to enable the cleansing and screening process
for data. The NYSE ReTrac End of Day database contains all transactions for individual
investors selling and purchasing records on the NYSE on a continuous basis. One of the
dependent variables was the number of individual investor trades in 30-minute intervals
within a day. Raw data from the NYSE ReTrac End of Day database was processed using
the Excel spreadsheet so that all individual trade data were accumulated and recorded in
30-minute time intervals. This processed data was then input into SPSS for statistical
analysis.
Threats to Validity
Research findings are useful when results are true for similar individuals or
subjects outside the study. The concept of validity applies to all types of research.
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Additionally, it refers to accuracy of measurements used in the research. In this regard,
the researcher must choose the right instruments to evaluate relationships between
independent and dependent variables. There are three kinds of threats to validity in
research: external validity, internal validity, and construct validity.
Archived secondary data from the NYSE was used for the study. Consequently,
there was no direct or indirect interaction between me and subjects during the data
collection process. This method of using secondary archived data minimized common
threats to validity.
External Validity
External validity refers to issues with the study design. It involves the validity of
applying conclusions from a study outside the context of that study. It also involves
measuring generalizability of empirical findings to the general population. External
validity is essential in most scientific research.
The dataset I used for the study was a large, archived dataset from the NYSE.
Individual investor trading data used in this study were accurate because they were
electronically gathered by the NYSE. The NYSE is the largest stock exchange in the
world with a market capitalization of its listed companies of over USD 26 trillion. The
NYSE compiled the dataset using transaction records of purchases and sales in their
centralized stock market. Because the dataset was exceptionally large and represented
individual investors’ trading data from most of the U.S., results of this study can be
generalized to the whole population.
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Internal Validity
Internal validity refers to issues with subject selection. Internal validity measures
the accuracy of conclusions drawn within the context of a particular study. It is needed to
ensure that the observed results truly represent the behavior of the population and are not
a result of methodological errors (Brewer, 2000).
I used SPSS software as the primary tool for data analysis in the present study.
This software is widely used for statistical analysis by educational institutions and
businesses worldwide. I also used publicly available secondary data from the NYSE. The
use of secondary data from a reputable source and the widely used SPSS software
minimized any threat to internal validity in this study.
Construct Validity
Construct validity measures the appropriateness of inferences made based on
observations or measurements. It evaluates whether a test measures the intended
construct (Peter, 1981). Construct validity in a research is necessary to ascertain the
overall validity of the test. The tests used in this research such as descriptive statistics,
ANOVA, and a post hoc test have been used in the past by several researchers in
evaluating the calendar effect. Past successful use of the tests for similar studies and its
acceptance by the scientific community minimized any threat to construct validity in this
study.
Ethical Procedures
Farrimond (2012) defined ethical research as studies following the current
practices of ethical norms, codes, and regulations generally accepted by the scientific
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community. Accordingly, researchers must use methodologies that demonstrate the
trustworthiness and credibility of their study. Walden University has instituted several
processes and procedures to ensure that researchers follow strict ethical procedures. Like
most universities, Walden has an IRB. IRB ensures that Walden University research
complies with all U.S. federal regulations and the university’s internal ethical standards.
Researchers have to go through an Institutional Review Board ethics review and approval
process before they can start data collection or have dataset access.
The NYSE electronically gathered the data used in this study from May 2006 to
April 2016. Consequently, the data is nearly 5 years old, and there was no direct or
indirect interaction between me, as the researcher, and the subjects or the data collection
process. This process minimized any ethical procedure violation.
Summary
The purpose of this comparative study was to test the theory of EMH and the role
of the individual investor on the Monday effect. The study was designed to compare the
individual investor’s average return, trade percentage, and trading patterns on Monday
with other weekdays. After evaluating the three methodologies, I selected the quantitative
methodology for this study. It was the best method to answer research questions requiring
numerical data and to apply the results to a larger population. Additionally, this method
was consistent with the purpose of this study. The study used publicly available
secondary data from the NYSE and used SPSS software as the primary tool for data
analysis.
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This chapter provided an explanation of the data sorting and organizing
procedures used in this study. It also stated the research questions and hypotheses.
Additionally, it included threats to validity and the ethical procedures used in the study.
Chapter 4 contains the study results and transitional material from the findings of
the study. Chapter 5 contains a detailed interpretation of the findings. Additionally,
Chapter 5 contains the limitations of the study and recommendations for future research.
It will conclude with the implications of the study in regard to social change.
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Chapter 4: Results
The purpose of this comparative study was to test the theory of the EMH. I also
tested the role of the individual investor on the Monday effect. The study was designed to
compare individual investors’ average returns, trade percentages, and trading patterns on
Monday with other weekdays. The independent variable was day of the week. The
dependent variables were average daily returns, percentages of individual investor trade
compared to the total trade, and number of individual investor trades in 30-minute
intervals within a day. I used publicly available data from the NYSE from 2006 to 2016.
Research questions and hypotheses were as follows:
RQ1: Are there statistically significant differences in investor average returns
between Monday and other weekdays?
H01: There are no statistically significant differences in investor average returns
between Monday and other weekdays.
Ha1: There are statistically significant differences in investor average returns
between Monday and other weekdays.
RQ2: Are there statistically significant differences in individual investor trade
percentages between Monday and other weekdays?
H02: There are no statistically significant differences in individual investor trade
percentages between Monday and other weekdays.
Ha2: There are statistically significant differences in individual investor trade
percentages between Monday and other weekdays.
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RQ3: Are there statistically significant differences in individual investor trading
patterns between Monday and other weekdays?
H03: There are no statistically significant differences in individual investor
trading patterns between Monday and other weekdays.
Ha3: There are statistically significant differences in individual investor trading
patterns between Monday and other weekdays.
Chapter 4 includes a brief review of the purpose, research questions, and
hypotheses. Additionally, I describe data compared to the larger population. Finally, this
chapter contains study results including statistical analysis findings organized by research
question.
Data Collection
I used publicly available secondary data from the NYSE during the period from
2006 to 2016. Individual investor trading data used in this study are accurate because it is
electronically gathered from the NYSE. The NYSE compiled data using transaction
records of purchases and sales in their centralized stock market.
I used a dataset from the NYSE named NYSE ReTrac End of Day. This dataset
includes all individual investors selling and purchasing records on the NYSE. It contains
summaries of all stock activities during the day and includes volume of retail buy and sell
shares executed on the NYSE. The first dataset comprised daily trade volume of
individual investors and the second dataset comprised total daily trade of all investors in
NYSE from May 2006 to April 2016. The NYSE recorded this data electronically every
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millisecond. I chose this 10-year period because it is the latest period during which data
were available, and the NYSE stopped collecting this data starting May 2016.
The third dataset comprised closing prices of the NYSE Composite Index from
2006 to 2016. While more recent data were available in 2021, I used data from 2006 to
2016 to be consistent with the study period. I accessed this data from the Wall Street
Journal web site. I used this data as a proxy to calculate average daily returns of
investors. Individual investors, collectively, invest in diversified portfolios.
Consequently, their average daily returns are similar to that of the NYSE Composite
Index. As such, the NYSE Composite Index tracks price movements of over 2400
common company stocks listed in that exchange.
The NYSE is the largest stock exchange in the world with a market capitalization
of its listed companies of over USD 26 trillion as of 2021 (NYSE, n.d.). Many of the
biggest corporations including over 80% of the S&P 500 benchmark index companies are
traded on the NYSE. The average trading volume in NYSE is between 2 billion and 6
billion (NYSE, n.d.). The NYSE represents more than one third of the entire global stock
market value and more than two thirds of U.S. stock market value. Because the dataset is
exceptionally large and represents individual investors’ trading data from most of the
U.S., results of this study can be generalized to the whole population.
Study Results
The NYSE historical dataset contains two sets of data. The first dataset, called
the NYSE Trade Program, contained all trade transactions per day listed by every
millisecond. Adding up all trade volumes in a day accounted for the total number of

59
trades. The second dataset, called NYSE Trade Retail, contains individual investor trade
transactions per day listed by every millisecond. Adding up all trade volumes in a day in
this dataset accounted for the number of individual investor trades. This dataset was also
used to calculate individual investor trade volume in 30-minute intervals. The formula
used to calculate daily individual investor trade percentage is:
Daily Percentage of Individual Investor Trade =
In this equation, 𝑇1 is the total number of trades and 𝑇2 is the number of individual
investor trades.
The dataset retrieved from the Wall Street Journal web site contains daily closing
prices of the NYSE Composite Index. The formula used to calculate individual investor
average daily return is:
Individual Investor Average Daily Return =
In this equation, P1 is the closing price of the NYSE Composite Index on a given
day and P2 is the closing price of the NYSE Composite Index on the next trading day.
Tests for Assumptions
I conducted a one-way ANOVA to determine whether there were any statistically
significant differences between means of individual investor average daily returns
between Monday and other weekdays in order to answer RQ1. Similarly, I conducted a
one-way ANOVA to determine whether there were any statistically significant
differences between means of percentages of individual investor trades between Monday
and other weekdays in order to answer RQ2. Finally, I plotted average 30-minute interval
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trade volumes of individual investors from Monday through Friday for each year and
visually compared trading patterns between Monday and other weekdays to answer RQ3.
I analyzed data to ensure it met assumptions that are required for a one-way
ANOVA to give valid results. Data met the assumption of measurement at ratio level for
independent variables because all dependent variables are measured at that level. Data
satisfied the assumption of categorical measurement for the independent variable because
the days of the week are measured in that level. The assumption of independence of
observations is also met because individual investor data were from different days.
I tested the assumption of normality by evaluating the normal probability plot. I
concluded that there were no major violations of this assumption. If data points deviated
too much from normal distribution, I transformed data and drew histogram and P-P plots.
I tested for the final assumption of homogeneity of variances using Levene’s test. Results
showed that variances are not significant (p >. 05) for both average daily returns and
percentage of individual investor trade, concluding that the data did not violate the
assumption of homogeneity of variance.
Research Question(s) and Hypotheses
RQ1: Are there statistically significant differences in investor average returns between
Monday and other weekdays?
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Figure 1
RQ1 Histogram: Frequency Versus Magnitude for Average Daily Return

Figure 2
RQ1 P-P Plot: Expected Cumulative Probability Versus Observed Cumulative
Probability for Average Daily Return

I used histogram and P-P plots to evaluate the assumption of normality for the
data. Figure 1 shows the histogram plot of frequency versus magnitude for the dependent
variable of average daily return. The histogram is more peaked than the standard bell
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curve. For expediency, I assumed that normal distribution is a reasonable fit for the
purpose of carrying out the hypothesis tests.
Figure 2 shows differences between expected and observed cumulative
probability for the dependent variable of average daily return. The P-P plot curve was a
line diagonal from the bottom left to the top right with the plotted line above and then
below the normal distribution line. As such, points do not lie on the normal straight line.
However, they are not too far from the straight line, and I assumed that normal
distribution is a reasonable fit for the purpose of carrying out hypothesis tests.
Table 1
Descriptive Statistics for Average Daily Returns

Monday
Tuesday
Wednesday
Thursday
Friday
Total

N

Mean

SD

475
515
518
507
503
2518

-.0712
.0948
.0035
.0358
.0204
.0180

1.5820
1.4260
1.3404
1.4183
1.1597
1.3896

95% CI for Mean
Lower
Upper
Bound
Bound
-.2138
.0714
-.0287
.2182
-.1122
.1191
-.0879
.1596
-.0811
.1220
-.0363
.0723

Table 2
Tests of Homogeneity of Variances for Average Daily Returns

Based on Mean
Based on Median
Based on Median
with adjusted df
Based on trimmed
mean

Lavene
Statistic
1.437
1.466
1.466

df1

df2

Sig.

4
4
4

2513
2513
2342.938

.219
.210
.210

1.432

4

2513

.224
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Table 3
ANOVA for Average Daily Returns

Between Groups
Within Groups
Total

Sum of
Squres
7.088
4853.391
4860.479

df
4
2513
2517

Mean
Square
1.772
1.931

F

Sig.

.917

.453

Descriptive statistics associated with average returns of weekdays are reported in
Table 1. Results showed Monday had the numerically smallest mean level of average
daily returns (M = -.07) and Tuesday was associated with the highest mean (M = .09). In
order to test the hypothesis that there are no statistically significant differences in
individual investor average returns between Monday and other weekdays, I performed a
one-way ANOVA. Prior to conducting the AVOVA, I tested the assumption of
homogeneity of variances using Levene’s F test as shown in Table 2. Based on the test
results F(4, 2513)=1.44, p=.219, I concluded that the assumption of homogeneity of
variances was satisfied. The one-way ANOVA results, as shown in Table 3, yielded a
statistically insignificant effect, with F(2, 2513)= .917, p= .453. Thus, the null hypothesis
that there are no statistically significant differences in individual investor average returns
between Monday and other weekdays was accepted. Taken together, results of the study
indicated that day of the week had no effect on the average daily returns.
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RQ2: Are there statistically significant differences in individual investor trade
percentages between Monday and other weekdays?
Figure 3
RQ2 Histogram: Frequency Versus Magnitude for Investor Trade Percentages Using
Original Data

Figure 4
RQ2 P-P Plot: Expected Cumulative Probability Versus Observed Cumulative
Probability for Individual Investor Trade Percentage Using Original Data
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Table 4
Descriptive Statistics for Individual Investor Daily Percentages Using Original Data

Monday
Tuesday
Wednesday
Thursday
Friday
Total

N

Mean

SD

467
466
466
466
467
2332

4.5823
4.5022
4.5392
4.5200
3.7373
4.3760

2.0430
2.0373
2.0175
2.0392
2.0574
2.0623

95% CI for Mean
Lower
Upper
Bound
Bound
4.3966
4.7681
4.3167
4.6876
4.3555
4.7229
4.3343
4.7056
3.5502
3.9243
4.2923
4.4597

Table 5
Tests of Homogeneity of Variances for Individual Investor Daily Percentages

Based on Mean
Based on Median
Based on Median
with adjusted df
Based on trimmed
mean

Lavene
Statistic
.180
.162
.162

df1

df2

Sig.

4
4
4

2327
2327
2325.249

.949
.958
.958

.199

4

2327

.939

The descriptive statistics associated with the percentage of individual investor
trade on all weekdays are reported in Table 4. In order to test the hypothesis that there are
no statistically significant differences in the individual investor daily percentage between
Monday and other weekdays, I performed a one-way ANOVA. Prior to conducting the
AVOVA, I tested the assumption of homogeneity of variances using Levene’s F test as
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shown in Table 5. Based on the test results F(4, 2327)=.18, p=.949, I concluded that the
assumption of homogeneity of variances was satisfied.
Similar to the previous analysis, I used histogram and P-P plot to evaluate the
assumption of normality for the data. Figure 3 shows the histogram plot of frequency
versus magnitude for the dependent variable of individual investor trade percentage. The
histogram showed a skewed distribution towards the larger values. Figure 4 shows the PP Plot of the expected cumulative probability versus observed cumulative probability for
the dependent variable of individual investor trade percentage. This plot displays the
expected cumulative probability straight line and the observed cumulative probability.
The P-P plot curve was a line diagonal from the bottom left to the top right with the
plotted line above and then below the normal distribution line, and finally slightly above
the normal distribution line. As such, the points do not lie on the normal straight line. In
order to reduce the deviation from the normal distribution, I performed a transformation
of the daily percentage data to their square root values. Transforming data that are not
normally distributed is a common technique used so that the transformed data is normally
distributed (Transforming Data in SPSS Statistics, n.d.).
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Figure 5
RQ2 Histogram: Frequency Versus Magnitude Using the Squre Root Transformed Values
for Individual Investor Trade Percentages

Figure 6
RQ2 P-P Plot: Expected Versus Observed Cumulative Probability Using Squre Root
Transformed Values for Individual Investor Trade Percentages

68
Table 6
Descriptive Statistics for Individual Investor Daily Percentages Using Square Root
Transformed Values

Monday
Tuesday
Wednesday
Thursday
Friday
Total

N

Mean

SD

467
466
466
466
467
2332

2.0923
2.0729
2.0832
2.0762
1.8611
2.0371

.4529
.4534
.4471
.4580
.5236
.4758

95% CI for Mean
Lower
Upper
Bound
Bound
2.0511
2.1335
2.0317
2.1142
2.0425
2.1239
2.0345
2.1179
1.8135
1.9087
2.0178
2.0564

Figure 5 shows the histogram plot of frequency versus magnitude for the
dependent variable using the squre root transformed values of individual investor trade
percentage. Figure 6 shows the P-P Plot of the expected cumulative probability versus
observed cumulative probability using the squre root transformed values for the
dependent variable of individual investor trade percentage. While these two plots are
better than the two previous plots using the original values, they are not the best fit for a
normally distributed data. In order to further reduce the deviation from the normal
distribution, I performed a transformation of the daily percentage data to their logarithmic
values to the base of 10. The logarithmic transformation is the most used technique to
change skewed data to conform with normal distribution (Feng et al., 2014).
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Figure 7
RQ2 Histogram: Frequency Versus Magnitude Using Logarithemic Transformed Values
for Individual Investor Trade Percentages

Figure 8
RQ2 P-P Plot: Expected Versus Observed Cumulative Probability Using Logarithemic
Transformed Values for Individual Investor Trade Percentages
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Table 7
Descriptive Statistics for Individual Investor Daily Percentage using Logarithemic
Transformed Values

Monday
Tuesday
Wednesday
Thursday
Friday
Total

N

Mean

SD

467
466
466
466
467
2332

.6215
.6130
.6181
.6138
.5026
.5938

.1849
.1876
.1831
.1905
.2614
.2086

95% CI for Mean
Lower
Upper
Bound
Bound
.6047
.6383
.5959
.6300
.6014
.6348
.5964
.6311
.4788
.5263
.5853
.6022

Figure 7 shows the histogram of the frequency versus magnitude of the
logarithemic transformed values for the dependent variable of individual investor trade
percentage. This histogram is generally symmetrical with a peak slighly higher than the
standard bell curve. Figure 8 shows the P-P Plot of the expected cumulative probability
and the observed cumulative probability of the logarithmic transformed values for the
dependent variable of individual investor trade percentage. This P-P plot curve is a
reasonably straight-line diagonal from the bottom left to the top right. This plot supports
that normal distribution is a good fit on the log scale for the purpose of carrying out the
hypothesis tests.
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Table 8
ANOVA for Individual Investor Daily Percentage using Logarithemic Transformed
Values

Between Groups
Within Groups
Total

Sum of
Squres
4.876
96.593
101.469

df
4
2327
2331

Mean
Square
1.219
.042

F
29.368

Sig.
.000

Table 9
Post Hoc Tests for Individual Investor Daily Percentage Using Logarithemic
Transformed Values – Multiple Comparisons
Days of the
week (I)

Days of the
Week (J)

Monday

Tuesday
Wednesday
Thursday
Friday
Monday
Wednesday
Thursday
Friday
Monday
Tuesday
Thursday
Friday
Monday
Tuesday
Wednesday
Friday
Monday
Tuesday
Wednesday
Thursday

Tuesday

Wednesday

Thursday

Friday

Mean
Difference
(I-J)
.00855
.00341
.00775
.11893*
-.00855
-.00515
-.00080
.11038*
-.00341
.00515
.00434
.11552*
-.00775
.00080
-.00434
.11118*
-.11893*
-.11038*
-.11552*
-.11118*

Sig.

.968
.999
.978
.000
.968
.995
1.000
.000
.999
.995
.998
.000
.978
1.000
.998
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000

95% CI
Lower
Upper
Bound
Bound
-.0279
.0450
-.0330
.0398
-.0287
.0442
.0825
.1553
-.0450
.0279
-.0416
.0313
-.0372
.0356
.0740
.1468
-.0398
.0330
-.0313
.0416
-.0321
.0408
.0791
.1519
-.0442
.0287
-.0356
.0372
-.0408
.0321
.0748
.1476
-.1553
-.0825
-.1468
-.0740
-.1519
-.0791
-.1476
-.0748
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The one-way ANOVA results are shown in Table 8. There was a significant
difference in the individual investor trade percentage between weekdays at the p<.05
level F(4, 2327)= 29.37, p= .000. Thus, there was sufficient evidence to reject the null
hypothesis that there are no statistically significant differences in the individual investor
trade percentage between Monday and other weekdays was rejected. I conducted post hoc
comparisons using the Tukey HSD test which indicated that the mean score for individual
investor percentage (M=.5938, SD=.2086) was significantly different than the Friday
percentage (M=.5026, SD=.2614). However, the Monday percentage (M=.6215,
SD=.1849) did not significantly differ from the individual investor percentages on
Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday. Taken together, the results of the study indicated
that the percentage of individual investor trades on Fridays were significantly lower than
the individual investor trades on other weekdays.
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Table 10
Comparison of Descriptive Statistics for Individual Investor Daily Percentage: Original Data Versus Square Root Transformed
Data Versus Logarithmic Transformed Data
Mean
Days of the
Week

N

95% CI for Mean

Original

Square

Log.

Data

Root

Trans.

Trans.

Data

Original Data

Square Root

Logarithmic

Transformed Data

Transformed Data

Data
Lower

Upper

Lower

Upper

Lower

Upper

Bound

Bound

Bound

Bound

Bound

Bound

Monday

467

4.5823

2.0923

.6215

4.3966

4.7681

2.0511

2.1335

.6047

.6383

Tuesday

466

4.5022

2.0729

.6130

4.3167

4.6876

2.0317

2.1142

.5959

.6300

Wednesday

466

4.5392

2.0832

.6181

4.3555

4.7229

2.0425

2.1239

.6014

.6348

Thursday

466

4.5200

2.0762

.6138

4.3343

4.7056

2.0345

2.1179

.5964

.6311

Friday

467

3.7373

1.8611

.5026

3.5502

3.9243

1.8135

1.9087

.4788

.5263

Total

2332

4.3760

2.0371

.5938

4.2923

4.4597

2.0178

2.0564

.5853

.6022
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Table 11
Comparison of Descriptive Statistics for Individual Investor Daily Percentage on the Original Scale Based on Square Root and
Logarithmic Transformed Data
Mean
Days of the
Week

N

95% CI for Mean

Original

Values in

Values in

Data

Original

Original Data

Values in Original Scale

Values in Original

Original

from Square Root

Scale from Logarithmic

Scale from

Scale from

Transformed Data

Transformed Data

Sq. Rt. Data

Log. Trans.
Data
Lower

Upper

Lower

Upper

Lower

Upper

Bound

Bound

Bound

Bound

Bound

Bound

Monday

467

4.5823

4.3777

4.1831

4.3966

4.7681

4.2070

4.5518

4.0244

4.3481

Tuesday

466

4.5022

4.2969

4.1020

4.3167

4.6876

4.1278

4.4698

3.9437

4.2658

Wednesday

466

4.5392

4.3397

4.1505

4.3555

4.7229

4.1778

4.5110

3.9939

4.3132

Thursday

466

4.5200

4.3106

4.1096

4.3343

4.7056

4.1392

4.4855

3.9482

4.2766

Friday

467

3.7373

3.4637

3.1813

3.5502

3.9243

3.2888

3.6431

3.0116

3.3597

Total

2332

4.3760

4.1498

3.9246

4.2923

4.4597

4.0715

4.2288

3.8486

4.0013
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Table 10 shows the comparison among the descriptive statistics for the individual
investor daily percentage for the original data, square root transformed data, and
logarithmic transformed data. It shows that the mean value and the confidence intervals
are on three different scales, therefore, they are not comparable.
Table 11 shows the comparison of descriptive statistics for individual investor
daily percentage on the original scale, based on square root transformed data and
logarithmic transformed data. The mean of the transformed values on the original scale
based on square root transformed data is smaller than the original data. Similarly, the
upper bound and the lower bound at the 95% confidence interval of the transformed
values on the original scale based on square root transformed data are also lower than the
original data. Further it shows all mean values of the transformed values on the original
scale based on logarithmic transformed data are even lower. Since the logarithmic
transformed data are much closer to a Normal distribution than the original data, the
corresponding 95% confidence intervals are more valid than those for the original data.
Moreover, the 95% confidence intervals for the logarithmic transformed data are shorter
than those for the original data.
RQ3: Are there statistically significant differences in individual investor trading patterns
between Monday and other weekdays?
I used descriptive statistics and heuristic techniques to answer this research
question. Specifically, I plotted the individual investor trade volume for every 30-minute
interval and visually compared the trading pattern between Monday and other weekdays
to evaluate the difference. First, I calculated the average trade volume for every 30-

76
minute interval for each day, Monday through Friday, for each year. Next, I plotted a line
graph of the average trade volume for every 30-minute interval for each day for every
year on a single plot. As an example, the formula used to calculate average trade volume
for the Ti 30-minute interval on Monday of a year is shown below:
Average Trade Volume for the Ti 30-Minute Interval on Monday =

∑

In this equation, Ti is the average trade volume for the ith 30-minute interval on
Monday and N is the total number of Mondays that year.
Figures 9 ̶ 13 show the plots for the individual investor 30-minute interval trading
pattern for years 2007, 2008, 2009, 2014, and 2015. For brevity, these five years are used
to illustrate the trading pattern before the financial crisis (year 2007), during the financial
crisis (years 2008 and 2009), and after the financial crisis (years 2014 and 2015).
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Figure 9
Individual Investor 30-Minute Interval Trading Pattern for 2007

Average Daily Trade Volume

Daily 30-Minute Interval Trading Pattern
2007
12000000
10000000
8000000
6000000
4000000
2000000
0
930 1000 1030 1100 1130 1200 1230 1300 1330 1400 1430 1500 1530

Time in 30-Minute Intervals
Monday

Tuesday

Wednesday

Thursday

Friday

Figure 10
Individual Investor 30-Minute Interval Trading Pattern for 2008
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Figure 11
Individual Investor 30-Minute Interval Trading Pattern for 2009
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Figure 12
Individual Investor 30-Minute Interval Trading Pattern for 2014
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Figure 13
Individual Investor 30-Minute Interval Trading Pattern for 2015

Average Daily Trade Volume

Daily 30-Minute Interval Trading Pattern
2015
6000000
5000000
4000000
3000000
2000000
1000000
0
930 1000 1030 1100 1130 1200 1230 1300 1330 1400 1430 1500 1530

Time in 30-Minute Intervals
Monday

Tuesday

Wednesday

Thursday

Friday

Visual comparisons of plots in Figures 9 -13 shows the 30-minute interval
average daily trade volume plots for all weekdays were generally congruent.
Accordingly, I concluded there are no significant differences in the individual investor
trading pattern between Monday and other weekdays for all five years and I accepted the
null hypothesis. The results of the study indicated that days of the week had no effect on
the individual investor trading pattern between Monday and other weekdays.
The plots showed the 30-minute interval starting at 9:30 Eastern Time had the
highest individual investor trade volume for all years and all days. The plots also showed
that the 30-minute interval starting at 15:30 Eastern Time generally had the second
highest individual investor trade volume. Finally, the plots showed that the 30-minute
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intervals during the middle of the day, from 12:00 until 13:30, generally had the lowest
trade volumes.
Summary
In this study, I examined the theory of the EMH and Monday effect. The first
research question aimed to evaluate the Monday effect and analyzed the difference in the
individual investor average return between Monday and other weekdays. Using results
from one-way ANOVA, I concluded that days of the week had no effect on the average
daily returns. The findings revealed there is sufficient evidence to accept the null
hypothesis that there are no statistically significant differences in the individual investor
average return between Monday and other weekdays.
The second research question also evaluated the Monday effect by analyzing the
difference in the individual investor trade percentage between Monday and other
weekdays. Using results from one-way ANOVA and post hoc tests, I concluded that the
Monday percentage did not significantly differ from the individual investor percentages
on Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday. However, the study results showed the
percentage of individual investor trades on Fridays were significantly lower than the
individual investor trades on other weekdays.
Finally, based on the study results, I concluded the days of the week have no
effect on the individual investor trading pattern between Monday and other weekdays.
However, the findings displayed the 30-minute interval starting at 9:30 Eastern Time had
the highest individual investor trade volume and the interval starting at 15:30 Eastern
Time generally had the second highest individual investor trade volume. Further, the
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results of the study indicated that the 30-minute intervals during the middle of the day,
from12:00 until 13:30, generally had the lowest trade volumes.
In the next chapter, I will interpret the findings of this study and describe the ways
they extend knowledge regarding Monday effect. I will also describe the limitations,
validity, and generalizability of the results in the next chapter. Further, the chapter will
include recommendations for further research associated with the findings that could
advance the theories on finance. Finally, the chapter will conclude describing the
implications of the results on the significance to theory, practice, and social change.
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Chapter 5: Discussion, Conclusions, and Recommendations
The EMH has served as the central theory in modern finance for more than half a
century. It is defined as the phenomenon where prices of the stock in the market at a
given time always and fully reflect all available information about that stock at that time
(Fama, 1970). However, stock markets have shown a variety of calendar anomalies such
as the Monday effect. The Monday effect means that returns and trading volumes on
Mondays are generally lower than other days of the week (Bishal et al., 2019). Returns on
the stock market are consistently low on Mondays. One plausible explanation for the
Monday effect is different investment patterns of institutional and individual investors
(Ulku & Rogers, 2018). The purpose of this comparative study was to test the theory of
the EMH. I also tested the role of the individual investor on the Monday effect. The study
was designed to compare individual investors’ average returns, trade percentages, and
trading patterns on Monday with other weekdays. In this study, I added to extant
literature by analyzing returns on Mondays compared to other weekdays using publicly
available data from the NYSE from 2006 to 2016.
Chapter 4 contains a brief review of the purpose, research questions, and study
results including statistical analysis. Results of this study yielded important findings
regarding the EMH and the role of individual investors on the Monday effect. Results
revealed there were no statistically significant differences in terms of individual investor
average returns between Monday and other weekdays. In this context, this study’s
findings aligned with some of the other recent studies, suggesting that the Monday effect
has become less important over the years and was no longer an anomaly in the U.S. stock
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market (Plastun et al., 2019; Robins & Smith, 2016; Zica, 2017). Results also showed
that individual investor trading activity on Monday did not significantly differ (p > .05)
from other weekdays except Friday. In this regard, findings of this study contradicted
other findings that suggested individual investors were most active on Mondays.
Using results from a one-way ANOVA, I concluded that day of the week had no
effect on average daily returns. Results of the study showed there is sufficient evidence to
accept the null hypothesis that there are no statistically significant differences in terms of
individual investor average returns between Monday and other weekdays.
Using results from a one-way ANOVA and post hoc tests, I concluded that
Monday percentages did not significantly differ from individual investor percentages on
Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday. However, results of the study revealed percentages
of individual investor trades on Fridays were significantly lower than percentages of
individual investor trades on other weekdays.
Using descriptive statistics and heuristic analysis, I concluded day of the week
had no effect on individual investor trading patterns between Monday and other
weekdays. However, 30-minute intervals starting at the opening of the stock market at
9:30 Eastern Time had the highest individual investor trade volume, while the 30-minute
interval at the closing of the stock market from 15:30 to 16:00 Eastern Time generally
had the second highest individual investor trade volume. Further, study results revealed
30-minute intervals during the middle of the day, from 12:00 until 13:30, generally had
the lowest trade volumes.
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Interpretation of Findings
The theoretical framework for this study was Fama’s 1970 theory of EMH. This
implies that returns on each day of the week are identical to returns on all other days
(Sharif, 2019). Nevertheless, many studies have shown the presence of calendar
anomalies such as the Monday effect in the marketplace and argued that investors have
opportunities to make excessive profits and outperform the market during certain periods.
One plausible explanation for the Monday effect is different investment patterns of
institutional and individual investors (Bishal et al., 2019). However, few researchers have
evaluated individual investors’ trading behavior regarding day of the week and time of
day. This is the first study to quantitatively analyze the Monday effect on the U.S. stock
exchange using data that covers periods before, during, and after the financial crisis of
2008-2009 using actual individual investor data, including day of the week and time of
day.
RQ1 was about the Monday effect and differences in terms of investor average
returns between Monday and other weekdays. Results showed that average returns were
lowest on Mondays and had a negative value. Nevertheless, a one-way ANOVA analysis
yielded a statistically insignificant effect, with F(2, 2513) = .917 and p = .453. Based on
study results, I concluded day of the week had no effect on average daily returns. Results
showed there is sufficient evidence to accept the null hypothesis that there were no
statistically significant differences in terms of individual investor average returns
between Monday and other weekdays.
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Figure 14
Average Daily Returns of NYSE Composite Index from 2006 to 2016
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Figure 14 shows average daily returns of the NYSE Composite Index from May
2006 to April 2016. Monday mean returns were negative and associated with the
numerically smallest mean level of average daily returns (M = -.07). However, a one-way
ANOVA analysis did not yield statistically significant differences in mean returns on
Monday compared to other weekdays using a 95% confidence interval.
RQ2 involved analyzing differences in individual investor trade percentages
between Monday and other weekdays. Using results from one-way ANOVA and post hoc
tests, I concluded Monday percentages did not significantly differ from individual
investor percentages on Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday. However, study findings
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indicated percentages of individual investor trades on Fridays were significantly lower (p
< .05) compared to individual investor trades on other weekdays.
Figure 15
Individual Investor Trade as a Percentage of Total Trade 2006 to 2016
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Figure 15 shows individual investor trade as a percentage of total trade from May
2006 to April 2016. Monday was associated with the numerically highest mean level of
daily percentages (M = 4.58) and Friday was associated with the smallest mean (M =
3.74). Results of the analysis revealed statistically significant differences in terms of
individual investor trade percentages on Friday compared to other weekdays using a 95%
confidence interval. In this regard, results of the study supported other recent findings
that individual investors are least active on Fridays. I recommend additional research in
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this area to determine reasons why individual investors trade less frequently on Fridays
compared to other weekdays.
Figure 16
Mean Annual Percentage of Individual Investor Trade Volume from 2006 to 2016
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Figure 16 shows the mean annual percentage of individual investor trade volume
was in the 7.1-8.4% range during the 2006 and 2007 period before the financial crisis of
2008-2009. It steadily decreased during the financial crisis and continued to decrease
after the crisis reaching a low of 2.25% in 2011. 2012 and 2013 saw modest increase in
this percentage to approximately 3.2%. Finally, the mean annual percentage of
individual investor trade volume seem to settle at a value approximately 4.7% during
2014, 2015, and 2016, albeit well below the pre financial crisis level. The timeline of the
mean annual percentage of individual investor trade volume patterns during the post-
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financial crisis period seemed to resemble recovery of other financial indicators. For
example, it took the Dow Jones Industrial Average until March 2013 to break its 2007
high. Similarly, unemployment did not reach its prerecession level of 5% until 2015. I
recommend further research in this area to ascertain the relationship, if any, between
mean annual percentages of individual investor trade volume patterns and other financial
market recovery indicators before, during, and after the financial crisis.
Finally, study results showed day of the week had no effect on individual investor
trading patterns between Monday and other weekdays. However, findings showed the 30minute interval starting at the opening of the stock market at 9:30 Eastern Time had the
highest individual investor trade volume, while the interval at the closing of the stock
market from 15:30 to 16:00 Eastern Time generally had the second highest individual
investor trade volume. Further, study results showed 30-minute intervals during the
middle of the day, from 12:00 until 13:30, generally had the lowest trade volumes.
Richards and Willows (2019) said individual investors preferred trading on Mondays and
traded in a W-shaped intraday pattern. Individual investors had the highest trade volumes
during the beginning of the day, followed by the second highest trading volume in the
middle of the day starting at 13:00, and finally the third highest volume during the
closing 30-minute period. Further research is needed to evaluate differences between
behaviors of individual investors in the United Kingdom and U.S.
Limitations of the Study
The main weakness of this study involves use of secondary data. The first
limitation of using secondary data is they were collected for another purpose and may not
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be ideal for this study. In this regard, I had to use programming scripts to extract data for
this study. Another disadvantage of using secondary data was that I did not participate in
the data collection process. Consequently, I was not aware of potential problems during
data collection or whether all ethical procedures were followed in the process.
There are a couple of limitations involving generalization of results of the study
across regions and cultures. First, data for the study are primarily from a population
consisting of individual investors in the U.S., which may not accurately represent other
individual investors across the world. Consequently, results of this study may not be
relevant to other countries which are economically, socially, and culturally different from
the U.S. Second, use purposive sampling rather than probabilistic sampling undermines
generalizing results. I mitigated this limitation by using an extremely large dataset from
the NYSE that represents more than one third of the entire global stock market value and
more than two thirds of U.S. stock market value.
A final limitation of the study was that I used daily returns of the NYSE
Composite Index as a proxy for individual investor daily returns. The NYSE Composite
Index is a good measure of stock market performance because it tracks price movements
of over 2400 company common stocks listed in that exchange. Nevertheless, individual
investor daily returns may not exactly mimic the NYSE Composite Index.
Recommendations
There are a few recommendations for additional research that emerged from
results of this study. The first recommendation is associated with the finding that
percentages of individual investor trades on Fridays were significantly lower than
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individual investor trades on other weekdays. Study results showed that Friday was
associated with the smallest mean level of daily percentages (M = 3.74). Results of
analysis revealed statistically significant differences in terms of individual investor trade
percentages on Friday compared to other weekdays using a 95% confidence interval.
Further research is needed to determine reasons why individual investors trade less
frequently on Fridays compared to other weekdays.
The second recommendation is associated with findings related o mean annual
percentages of individual investor trade volumes before, during, and after the financial
crisis of 2008-2009. As Figure 16 shows, it steadily decreased during the financial crisis
and continued to decrease after the crisis, reaching a low of 2.25% in 2011. Figure 16
also shows that 2012 and 2013 saw a modest increase in this percentage to approximately
3.2%. Finally, the mean annual percentage of individual investor trade volume seem to
settle at a value approximately 4.7% during 2014, 2015, and 2016. However, the
percentage was still well below the pre financial crisis level. As stated before, the
timeline of changes in the mean annual percentage of individual investor trade seems to
resemble the recovery timeline of other financial indicators. Further research is needed to
ascertain relationships and patterns, if any, between the mean annual percentage of
individual investor trade volume and other financial market indicator patterns before,
during, and after the financial crisis.
Third, further research is needed to find reasons for individual investor intraday
behavior. While the results of this study indicated the days of the week had no effect on
the individual investor trading pattern between Monday and other weekdays, the findings
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revealed individual investors in the NYSE traded in a bathtub shaped intraday pattern.
Specifically, the study results displayed the 30-minute interval starting at the opening of
the stock market at 9:30 Eastern Time had the highest individual investor trade volume
and the interval at the closing of the stock market from 15:30 to 16:00 Eastern Time
generally had the second highest individual investor trade volume. The study results also
displayed the 30-minute intervals during the middle of the day, from 12:00 until 13:30,
generally had the lowest trade volumes. A similar study conducted in the United
Kingdom by Richards & Willows (2019) based on 7200 investors found individual
investors preferred trading on Mondays and traded in a W-shaped intraday pattern.
Further research is needed to evaluate the differences in the behaviors of individual
investors in the United Kingdom and the U.S.
Finally, a broader study into the intraday pattern of all trades including the
institutional investor will help further the knowledge on intraday trade behavior. In this
study, I primarily analyzed the individual investor intraday trade pattern. The trade
volume data used in this study included both sales and purchase data. Additional studies
splitting the trade volumes separately into sales and purchase volumes can shed light into
the specific characteristics of individual and institutional investor trading behavior. From
a behavioral economics perspective, such studies along with the present study can
provide valuable insight into the behavior of the investors during the day of the week and
time of the day.
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Implications
The results of this study may make significant contributions to advance the
theories on finance. It may also advance practices in finance. Additionally, it could
contribute to positive social changes by helping market administrators to design the
markets more efficiently.
Significance to Theory
This study added to the existing knowledge base in financial literature. First, the
paper investigates whether the Monday effect reported in several literatures (Afrilianto &
Daryanto, 2019; French, 1980; Lu & Gao, 2016; Jebran & Chen, 2017; Rodriguez, 2012)
is still present in the U.S. market. Second, this paper analyzed the individual investor
behavior and its impact on the Monday effect. Finally, the proposed study covered a
longer and more recent sample period (from January 2006 to June 2016) and provided the
most comprehensive assessment of individual investor’s influence on the Monday effect
in a developed market.
This study also contributed to the literature because the dataset used contained
actual individual investor trading information. The individual investor trading data used
in this study was accurate because it was electronically gathered from the NYSE. Past
studies using proxies and other methods to represent individual investor behavior
probably lack validity because the data used was not a representative sample of
individual investors.
The findings of the study revealed individual investors in the NYSE traded in a
bathtub shaped intraday pattern. This is the first study in the U.S. to analyze the intraday
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trading pattern of individual investors using actual individual investor data. The findings
of this study can provide valuable insight into the behavior of the individual investors
during the day of the week and time of the day and thus help to advance the literature on
behavioral economics.
Significance to Practice
The results of this research provided valuable insight to individual investors and
financial advisors regarding the behavior of the investors during the day of the week and
time of the day. Results showed which days and what time of the day individual investors
are more likely to trade stocks. This information, in turn, may help individual investors
make the right choice before they invest. Individual investors and financial advisors can
use this information to optimize their investment decision. They may be able to develop
an investment strategy to buy the stocks on the days and time of the day when the prices
are typically low and sell the stocks on a day and at a time when the prices are typically
high.
Significance to Social Change
The findings of this study may make positive social change. Understanding the
individual investment patterns and its influence on the market helps market
administrators to design the markets more efficiently. An efficient market enables
information transparency and market liquidity. Transparent financial markets enhance
investor confidence which could lead to more trading activities by more investors. The
results of this study may help to further understand the individual investor behavior,
reduce information asymmetry, and increase the stock market liquidity.
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Conclusions
This study primarily tested the theory of EMH and the associated calendar
anomaly Monday effect. Past researchers had postulated the different investment patterns
of institutional investors and individual investors as one plausible explanation for the
Monday effect. Using actual individual investor data from the NYSE that covers the
periods before, during, and after the financial crisis of 2008 ̶ 2009, this study
quantitatively analyzed the Monday effect on the U.S. stock exchange.
The first research question analyzed the difference in the investor average return
between Monday and other weekdays. The study finding using one-way ANOVA
analysis yielded a statistically insignificant effect. Thus, the findings of this study were
consistent with some of the recent studies that argued the Monday effect was no longer
an anomaly in the U.S. stock market.
The second research question was aimed to evaluate the difference in the
individual investor trade percentage between Monday and other weekdays. The results
showed that the Monday percentage did not significantly differ from the individual
investor percentages on Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday. However, the study results
showed the percentage of individual investor trades on Fridays was significantly lower
than the individual investor trades on other weekdays.
Finally, the third research question compared the difference in the individual
investor trading pattern between Monday and other weekdays. Using descriptive statistics
and heuristic techniques, the study results displayed that the days of the week had no
effect on the individual investor trading pattern between Monday and other weekdays.
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The study results also revealed the individual investors traded in a bathtub shaped pattern
during the day with the highest trade volume at the stock market opening 30-minute
interval and the second highest trade volume at the stock market closing 30-minute
interval.

96
References
Abraham, A., & Ikenberry, D. L. (1994). The individual investor and the weekend
effect. Journal of Financial & Quantitative Analysis, 29(2), 263-277.
https://doi.org/10.2307/2331225
Afrilianto, A., & Daryanto, W. M. (2019). Market anomaly testing: The day of the week
effect on LQ45 stocks in Indonesia stock exchange. International Journal of
Business, Economics and Law, 19(1), 74-82.
http://repository.ipmi.ac.id/652/1/IJBEL_Aulya%26WMD_ACC_67.pdf
Aharon, D. Y., & Qadan, M. (2019). Bitcoin and the day-of-the-week effect. Finance
Research Letters, 31, 1-11. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.frl.2018.12.004
Akbalik, M., & Ozkan, N. (2017). Day of the week effect in the stock markets of fragile
five countries after 2008 global financial crisis. Global Financial Crisis and Its
Ramifications on Capital Markets, 1, 507-518. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-31947021-4_35
Akhtar, S., Ansari, V. A., & Ansari, S. A. (2017). Day-of-the-week effect in fear gauge:
Evidence from India. IUP Journal of Applied Finance. 23(1), 44-55.
https://search-ebscohostcom.ezp.waldenulibrary.org/login.aspx?direct=true&db=bth&AN=121364111&si
te=eds-live&scope=site
Al Barghouthi, S., & Ehsan, A. (2017). Market efficiency analysis of Amman stock
exchange through moving average method. International Journal of Business &

97
Society, 18, 531-544. http://www.ijbs.unimas.my/images/repository/pdf/Vol18s3-paper8.pdf
Ali, F., & Ülkü, N. (2019). Monday effect in the RMW and the short‐term reversal
factors. International Review of Finance, 19(3), 681-691. https://doiorg/10.1111/irfi.12185
Anjum, S. (2020). Impact of market anomalies on stock exchange: a comparative study of
KSE and PSX. Future Business Journal, 6, 1–11. https://doi.org/10.1186/s43093019-0006-4
Arief, U. (2020). Study on the wandering weekday effect in the Indonesian capital market
based on trend moderation effect. Riset Akuntansi dan Keuangan Indonesia, 5(1),
10-20. https://doi.org/10.23917/reaksi.v5i1.10424
Ariel, R. A. (1987). A monthly effect in stock returns. Journal of financial
economics, 18(1), 161-174.
https://dspace.mit.edu/bitstream/handle/1721.1/48463/monthlyeffectins00arie.pdf
?sequence=1&origin=publication_detail
Arman, A., & Lestari, D. A. (2019). Testing the Monday effect in the banking sector in
Indonesia stock exchange. In 3rd International Conference on Accounting,
Management and Economics 2018 (ICAME 2018). Atlantis Press.
https://download.atlantis-press.com/article/125917114.pdf
Avdalović, M. S. (2018). Day-of-the-week effect on stock markets in the
region. Industrija, 46(4), 47–67. https://doi.org/10.5937/industrija46-18456

98
Bagaskara, W., & Khairunnisa, K. (2019). Market anomaly analysis: the day of the week
effect, January effect, Rogalsky effect and week four effect testing in Indonesia
stock exchange (Case study on companies listed in Lq45 index in 20132017). Accounting Research Journal of Sutaatmadja, 3(1), 83-91.
https://doi.org/10.35310/accruals.v3i1.42
Bampinas, G., Fountas, S., & Panagiotidis, T. (2016). The day-of-the-week effect is
weak: Evidence from the European real estate sector. Journal of Economics and
Finance, 40(3), 549-567. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12197-015-9325-7
Batrinca, B., Hesse, C. W., & Treleaven, P. C. (2018). Examining drivers of trading
volume in European markets. International Journal of Finance &
Economics, 23(2), 134-154. https://doi.org/10.1002/ijfe.1608
Baur, D. G., Cahill, D., Godfrey, K., & Liu, Z. F. (2019). Bitcoin time-of-day, day-ofweek and month-of-year effects in returns and trading volume. Finance Research
Letters, 31, 78-92. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.frl.2019.04.023
Bergsma, K., & Jiang, D. (2016). Cultural New Year Holidays and Stock Returns around
the World. Financial Management (Wiley-Blackwell), 45(1), 3-35.
https://doi.org/10.1111/fima.12094
Birru, J. (2018). Day of the week and the cross-section of returns. Journal of Financial
Economics, 130(1), 182-214. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfineco.2018.06.008
Bishal, B.C., Wang, W., Gurun, A., & Cready, W. (2019). Individual investors and the
Monday effect. Managerial Finance, 45(9), 1239-1256.
https://doi.org/10.1108/MF-03-2019-0112

99
Breaban, A., & Noussair, C. N. (2018). Emotional state and market behavior. Review of
Finance, 22(1), 279-309. https://doi.org/10.1093/rof/rfx022
Brewer, M. (2000). Research design and issues of validity. Handbook of Research
Methods in Social and Personality Psychology. Cambridge University Press.
Brutus, S., Aguinis, H., & Wassmer, U. (2012). Self-reported limitations and future
directions in scholarly reports analysis and recommendations. Journal of
Management, 39(1) 48-75. https://doi.org/10.1177/0149206312455245
Bush, P. J., & Mehdian, S. (2014). The Monday effect in the Dow Jones Industrial
Average and its component stocks: A three period comparative analysis from
1962 to 2012. Global Business & Finance Review, 19(1), 45-52.
https://doi.org/10.17549/gbfr.2014.19.1.45
Bush, P. J., & Stephens, J. E. (2016). The return of the Monday effect in European
currency markets: An empirical analysis of the impact of the economic crisis on
market efficiency. International Journal of Finance & Economics, 21(3), 241246. https://doi.org/10.1002/ijfe.1534
Campanella, F., Mustilli, M., & D’Angelo, E. (2016). Efficient market hypothesis and
fundamental analysis: An empirical test in the European securities market. Review
of Economics & Finance, 6, 27-42. http://www.bapress.ca/ref/ref-article/19237529-2016-01-27-16.pdf
Cantrell, M. A. (2011). Demystifying the research process: Understanding a descriptive
comparative research design. Pediatric Nursing, 37(4), 188-189.

100
https://search.proquest.com/docview/884708375?pqorigsite=gscholar&fromopenview=true
Caporale, G. M., & Plastun, A. (2019). The day of the week effect in the cryptocurrency
market. Finance Research Letters, 31, 258-269.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.frl.2018.11.012
Caporale, G. M., & Plastun, O. (2017). Calendar anomalies in the Ukrainian stock
market. Investment Management and Financial Innovations (open-access), 14(1),
104-114. https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2770571
Caporale, G. M., Gil-Alana, L., & Plastun, A. (2018). Persistence in the cryptocurrency
market. Research in International Business and Finance, 46, 141-148.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ribaf.2018.01.002
Caporale, G. M., & Zakirova, V. (2017). Calendar anomalies in the Russian stock
market. Russian Journal of Economics, 3(1), 101-108.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ruje.2017.02.007
Caporale, G. M., Gil-Alana, L. A., & Plastun, A. (2016). The weekend effect: an
exploitable anomaly in the Ukrainian stock market? Journal of Economic Studies,
43(6), 954-965. https://doi.org/10.1108/JES-09-2015-0167
Cengiz, H., Bilen, Ö., Büyüklü, A., & Damgacı, G. (2017). Stock market anomalies: the
day of the week effects, evidence from Borsa Istanbul. Journal of Global
Entrepreneurship Research, 7(1), 1-11. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40497-017-00626

101
Chan, S., Leung, W., & Wang, K. (2004). The impact of institutional investors on the
Monday seasonal. The Journal of Business, 77(4), 967-986.
https://doi.org/10.1086/422630
Chatterjee, S., & Hubble, A. (2017). Day of the week effect in biotechnology stocks: An
application of the GARCH processes, 1, 1-19. https://arxiv.org/pdf/1701.07175
Chawla, V. (2018). Day of week effect in Indian stock markets. Journal of Finance and
Accounting, 5(2), 45-59. https://doi.org/10.17492/mudra.v5i2.14329
Chelaa, M. (2017). What is quantitative research? https://www.worldatlas.com/what-isquantitative-research.html
Chhaochharia, V., Kim, D., Korniotis, G. M., & Kumar, A. (2019). Mood, firm behavior,
and aggregate economic outcomes. Journal of Financial Economics, 132(2), 427450. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfineco.2018.10.010
Chiah, M., & Zhong, A. (2019). Day-of-the-week effect in anomaly returns: International
evidence. Economics Letters, 182, 90-92.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econlet.2019.05.042
Chukwuogor-Ndu, C. (2020). Day-of-the-week effect and volatility in stock returns:
Evidence from East Asian financial markets. International Journal of Banking
and Finance, 5(1), 153-164. http://ejournal.uum.edu.my/index.php/ijbf/article/view/8364.
Cross, F. (1973). The behavior of stock prices on Fridays and Mondays. Financial
analysts journal, 29(6), 67-69. https://doi.org/10.2469/faj.v29.n6.67

102
Da, Z., Engelberg, J., & Gao, P. (2015). The sum of all fears investor sentiment and asset
prices. The Review of Financial Studies, 28(1), 1-32.
www.jstor.org/stable/24466846
Daniel, K., & Hirshleifer, D. (2015). Overconfident investors, predictable returns, and
excessive trading. Journal of Economic Perspectives, 29(4), 61-88.
https://doi.org/10.1257/jep.29.4.61
Dao, T. M., McGroarty, F., & Urquhart, A. (2016). A calendar effect: Weekend
overreaction (and subsequent reversal) in spot FX rates. Journal of Multinational
Financial Management, 37, 158-167.
http://irep.ntu.ac.uk/id/eprint/35555/1/13113_Dao.pdf
Décourt, R. F., Chohan, U. W., & Perugini, M. L. (2019). Bitcoin returns and the
weekday effect. Horizontes Empresariales, 16(2), 1-16.
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3435176
Dian, S. P., Koesoemasari, K., & Tulus, H. (2018). Monday effect, week-four effect and
January effect in Indonesia. Proceeding International Conference of Business,
Accounting and Economy (ICBAE UMP 2018), 1, 167-172.
http://digital.library.ump.ac.id/162/2/21.%20MONDAY%20EFFECT%2C%20W
EEK-FOUR%20EFFECT%20AND%20JANUARY%20EFFECT%20IN.pdf
Faisal, N., & Majid, M. S. A. (2016). Re-examination of calendar anomalies in the
Indonesian stock market. Journal of Applied Economic Sciences, 11(8), 17141723. https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-405X (76) 90028-3 [40]

103
Faizan, A., Saeed, M. A., & Kausar, S. (2018). Past and future of derivative/future
market: Substantiation of calendar anomalies. FWU Journal of Social
Sciences, 12(1), 31-41. https://search-ebscohostcom.ezp.waldenulibrary.org/login.aspx?direct=true&db=a9h&AN=131479501&s
ite=ehost-live&scope=site
Fama, E. F. (1970). Efficient capital markets: A review of theory and empirical
work. The Journal of Finance, 25(2), 383-417.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/2325486.pdf
Fan, X. (2013). The test is reliable; the test is valid: Language use, unconscious
assumptions, and education research practice. The Asia-Pacific Education
Researcher, 22(2), 217-218. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40299-012-0036-y
Farrimond, H. (2012). Doing ethical research. Macmillan International Higher
Education.
Feng, C., Wang, H., Lu, N., Chen, T., He, H., Lu, Y., & Tu, X. M. (2014). Logtransformation and its implications for data analysis. Shanghai archives of
psychiatry, 26(2), 105–109. https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1002-0829.2014.02.009
Fields, M. (1931). Stock Prices: A Problem in Verification. The Journal of Business of
the University of Chicago, 4(4), 415-418. https://doi.org/10.1086/232221
French, K. R. (1980). Stock returns and the weekend effect. Journal of Financial
Economics, 8(1), 55-69. https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-405X(80)90021-5

104
Gayaker, S., Yalcin, Y., & Berument, M. H. (2020). The day of the week effect and
interest rates. Borsa Istanbul Review, 20(1), 55-63.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bir.2019.07.010
Gbeda, J. M., & Peprah, J. A. (2018). Day of the week effect and stock market volatility
in Ghana and Nairobi stock exchanges. Journal of Economics and Finance, 42(4),
727-745. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12197-017-9409-7
Gibbons, M. R., & Hess, P. (1981). Day of the week effects and asset returns. Journal of
business, 54(4), 579-596. https://www.jstor.org/stable/2352725
Hambayanti, S., & Budileksmana, A. (2006). Stabilitas Fenomena the Monday Effect di
Bursa Efek Jakarta. Journal of Accounting and Investment, 7(2), 195-218.
http://journal.umy.ac.id/index.php/ai/article/viewFile/893/994
Hao, Ying, Robin K. Chou, Kuan-Cheng Ko, and Nien-Tzu Yang. (2018). The 52-week
high, momentum, and investor sentiment. International Review of Financial
Analysis, 57, 167-183.
http://www.sfm.url.tw/22ndSFM/php/Papers/CompletePaper/0321155582703.pdf
Hendrawaty, E. & Huzaimah, R. (2019). Testing of January effect, the day of the week
effect, and size effect: a study of LQ45 stocks in Indonesia stock
exchange. Jurnal Dinamika Manajemen, 2, 173-184.
https://doi.org/10.15294/jdm.v10i2.20620
Hirshleifer, D. (2001). Investor psychology and asset pricing. The journal of
Finance, 56(4), 1533-1597. https://www.jstor.org/stable/2697808

105
Hirshleifer, D., Jiang, D., & DiGiovanni, Y. M. (2020). Mood beta and seasonality in
stock returns. Journal of Financial Economics, 137(1), 272-295.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfineco.2020.02.003
Jebran, K., & Chen, S. (2017). Examining anomalies in Islamic equity market of
Pakistan. Journal of Sustainable Finance & Investment, 7(3), 275-289.
http://doi.org/10.1080/20430795.2017.1289455
Johnston, M. P. (2017). Secondary data analysis: A method of which the time has
come. Qualitative and quantitative methods in libraries, 3(3), 619-626.
http://www.qqml-journal.net/index.php/qqml/article/download/169/170
Juniarwoko, D. W., Irawan, T., & Anggraeni, L. (2017). Day-of-the-week anomaly on
different stock capitalization: Evidence from Indonesian stock market. Economic
and Finance Review, 2(1), 7-19.
https://content.sciendo.com/downloadpdf/journals/saeb/65/1/article-p1.pdf
Kahneman, D., & Tversky, A. (1979). Prospect theory: An analysis of decision under
risk. Econometrica, 47 (2), 263-91. https://doi.org/10.1142/9789814417358_0006
Kaiser, L. (2019). Seasonality in cryptocurrencies. Finance Research Letters, 31, 232238. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.frl.2018.11.007
Karanovic, G., & Karanovic, B. (2018). The day-of-the-week effect: Evidence from
selected Balkan markets. Scientific Annals of Economics and Business, 65(1), 111. https://doi.org/10.2478/saeb-2018-0005
Keim, D., & Stambaugh, R. (1984). A further investigation of the weekend effect in stock
returns. The Journal of Finance, 39(3), 819-835. https://doi.org/10.2307/2327945

106
Kelly, F. C. (1930). Why you win or lose: The psychology of speculation. Martino
Publishing.
Khanthavit, A., & Chaowalerd, O. (2016). Revisiting the day-of-the-week effect in the
stock exchange of Thailand. Journal of Business Administration, 39(151), 73-89.
http://www.jba.tbs.tu.ac.th/files/Jba151/Article/JBA151AnOb.pdf
Khan, A., Sarim, M., Tabash, M. I., & Akhtar, A. (2018). Examining anomalies in
Islamic equity market of the emerging economies. The Economic Annals-XXI
Journal is included into nine international indexation databases, 1, 64-68.
https://doi.org/10.21003/ea.V170-11
Khanna, V., & Mittal, A. (2016). Does day-of-the-week anomaly influence BRICS stock
markets? A unit root testing approach. Journal of Business, 5(1), 9-17.
https://jb.ibsu.edu.ge/jms/index.php/jb/article/view/101
Kinateder, H., & Papavassiliou, V. G. (2019). Calendar effects in Bitcoin returns and
volatility. Finance Research Letters, 32, 1-12.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.frl.2019.101420
Kothari, H. C., Singh, P., & Patra, S. (2017). Existence of day-of-the-week effect in
returns of some selected indices of the Indian stock market. Indian Journal of
Research in Capital Markets, 4(1), 26-41.
https://doi.org/10.17010/ijrcm/2017/v4/i1/112884
Kumar, S. (2016). Revisiting calendar anomalies: Three decades of multicurrency
evidence. Journal of Economics and Business, 86, 16-32.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeconbus.2016.04.001

107
Kumar, M. D., & Muneer, S. (2015). The unconditional and conditional methods to
examine the weekend effect of stock returns. International Journal of Economics
and Financial Issues, 5, 412-419.
https://doaj.org/article/e6862413b282493fac3cd47b2257ea67
Kumar, H., & Jawa, R. (2017). Efficient market hypothesis and calendar effects:
Empirical evidences from the Indian stock markets. Business Analyst, 37(2), 145160. https://ssrn.com/abstract=2981633
Lakonishok, J., & Levi, M. (1982). Weekend effects on stock returns: a note. The Journal
of Finance, 37(3), 883-889. https://www.jstor.org/stable/2327716
Lakonishok, J., & Maberly, E. (1990). The weekend effect: Trading patterns of individual
and institutional investors. The Journal of Finance, 45(1), 231-243.
https://doi.org/10.2307/2328818
Lakonishok, J., & Smidt, S. (1988). Are seasonal anomalies real? A ninety-year
perspective. The Review of Financial Studies, 1(4), 403-425.
www.jstor.org/stable/2962097
Lekovic, M. (2018). Evidence for and against the validity of efficient market hypothesis.
Economic Themes, 56(3), 369-387. https://doi.org/10.2478/ethemes-2018-0022
Long, H., Zaremba, A., Demir, E., Szczygielski, J. J., & Vasenin, M. (2020). Seasonality
in the cross-section of cryptocurrency returns. Finance Research Letters, 35, 1-8.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.frl.2020.101566

108
Lu, X., & Gao, H. (2016). The day of the week effect in Chinese stock market. The
Journal of Asian Finance, Economics and Business, 3(3), 17-26.
https://doi.org/10.13106/jafeb.2016.vol3.no3.17.
Ma, D., & Tanizaki, H. (2019). On the day-of-the-week effects of Bitcoin markets:
international evidence. China Finance Review International, 9(4), 455-478.
https://doi.org/10.1108/CFRI-12-2018-0158
Mamede, S. D. P. N., & Malaquias, R. F. (2017). Monday effect in Brazilian hedge funds
with immediate redemption. Research in International Business and Finance, 39,
47-53. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ribaf.2016.07.032
Mangeni, W., & Mike, O. (2018). The weekend effect: An exploitable anomaly on the
average returns of Nairobi securities exchange. Journal of International Business,
Innovation and Strategic Management, 1(6), 37-51.
http://www.academia.edu/download/57649142/2.pdf
Mbanga, C. L. (2019). The day-of-the-week pattern of price clustering in
Bitcoin. Applied Economics Letters, 26(10), 807-811.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504851.2018.1497844
Miss, S., Charifzadeh, M., & Herberger, T. A. (2019). Revisiting the Monday effect: a
replication study for the German stock market. Management Review Quarterly,
70(1), 257-273. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11301-019-00167-4
Morse, J. N., Nguyen, H., & Quach, H. M. (2014). Day-of-the-week trading patterns of
individual and institutional investors. Global Business & Finance Review, 19(2),
53-60. https://doi.org/10.17549/gbfr.2014.19.2.53

109
New York Stock Exchange. (n.d.). Daily U.S Equity Matched Volumes. Retrieved April
5, 2021, from https://www.nyse.com/markets/us-equity-volumes
New York Stock Exchange. (n.d.). Total Market Cap. Retrieved April 5, 2021, from
https://www.nyse.com/market-cap
Novotná, M., & Zeng, J. (2017). Evidence of the weekday effect anomaly in the Chinese
stock market. Central European Review of Economic Issues, 20(1), 133-144
https://doi.org/10.7327/cerei.2017.12.03
Nuroniyah, R., & Ady, S. U. (2018). Market Anomalies of LQ 45 Companies Stock
Return Listed On the Indonesia Stock Exchange. Ekspektra: Jurnal Bisnis dan
Manajemen, 2(2), 103-120. http://doi.org/10.25139/ekt.v2i2.414
Obalade, A. A., & Muzindutsi, P. (2019). The adaptive market hypothesis and the day-ofthe-week effect in African stock markets: The markov switching
model. Comparative Economic Research, 22(3), 145-162.
https://doi.org/10.2478/cer-2019-0028
Öncü, M. A., Aslıhan, Ü. N. A. L., & Demirel, O. (2017). The day of the week effect in
Borsa Istanbul; A GARCH Model analysis. International Journal of Management
Economics and Business, 13(3), 521-534.
http://doi.org/10.17130/ijmeb.2017331332
Osborne, M. F. (1962). Periodic structure in the Brownian motion of stock
prices. Operations Research, 10(3), 345-379. http://www.e-mh.org/Osborne1962.pdf

110
Patel, J. B. (2016). The January effect anomaly reexamined in stock returns. Journal of
Applied Business Research, 32(1), 317-324.
https://www.clutejournals.com/index.php/JABR/article/download/9540/9663
Pearl, J., & Bareinboim, E. (2014). External validity: From do-calculus to transportability
across populations. Statistical Science, 29 (4), 579595. https://doi.org/10.1214/14-sts486.
Peter, J. P. (1981). Construct validity: A review of basic issues and marketing
practices. Journal of Marketing Research, 18(2), 133-145.
https://doi.org/10.2307/3150948
Plastun, A., Kozmenko, S., Plastun, V., & Filatova, H. (2019). Market anomalies and
data persistence: The case of the day-of-the-week effect. Journal of International
Studies, 12(3), 122-130. https://doi.org/10.14254/2071-8330.2019/12-3/10
Plastun, A., Sibande, X., Gupta, R., & Wohar, M. E. (2019). Rise and fall of calendar
anomalies over a century. The North American Journal of Economics and
Finance, 49, 181-205. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.najef.2019.04.011
Plastun, A., Sibande, X., Gupta, R., & Wohar, M. E. (2020). Historical evolution of
monthly anomalies in international stock markets. Research in International
Business and Finance, 52, 101-127.
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.RIBAF.2019.101127
Raziz, S., & Youraj, B. (2019). An empirical analysis of day of the week anomaly on the
trading activities of institutional investors in Indian equity instruments.
International Journal of Multidisciplinary Research, 9(2), 324-340.

111
http://www.indianjournals.com/ijor.aspx?target=ijor:zijmr&volume=9&issue=2&
article=031
Recovery from the Great Recession. (2021, April 5). In Investopedia.
https://www.investopedia.com/terms/g/great-recession.asp
Richards, D. W., & Willows, G. D. (2019). Monday mornings: Individual investor
trading on days of the week and times within a day. Journal of Behavioral and
Experimental Finance, 22, 105-115. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbef.2019.02.009
Richards, D. W., & Willows, G. D. (2018). Who trades profusely? The characteristics of
individual investors who trade frequently. Global Finance Journal, 35, 1-11.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gfj.2017.03.006
Richards, D. W., Rutterford, J., Kodwani, D., & Fenton-O'Creevy, M. (2017). Stock
market investors' use of stop losses and the disposition effect. The European
Journal of Finance, 23(2), 130-152.
https://doi.org/10.1080/1351847X.2015.1048375
Richards, D. W., Fenton-O'Creevy, M., Rutterford, J., & Kodwani, D. G. (2018). Is the
disposition effect related to investors’ reliance on System 1 and System 2
processes or their strategy of emotion regulation? Journal of Economic
Psychology, 66, 79-92. https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joep.2018.01.003
Rita, M. R., Wahyudi, S., & Muharam, H. (2018). Bad Friday, Monday effect and
political issue: Application of ARCH-GARCH model to analyze seasonal pattern
of stock return. International Journal of Engineering & Technology, 7(3), 38-47.
https://doi.org/10.14419/ijet.v7i3.30.18152

112
Robins, R. P., & Smith, G. P. (2016). No more weekend effect. Critical Finance
Review, 5(2), 417-424. http://doi.org/10.1561/104.00000038
Robiyanto, R., Susanto, Y. A., & Ernayani, R. (2019). Examining the day-of-the-weekeffect and the-month-of-the-year-effect in cryptocurrency market. Jurnal
Keuangan Dan Perbankan, 23(3), 361-375.
https://doi.org/10.26905/jkdp.v23i3.3005
Rodriguez, W. K. (2012). Day of the week effect in Latin American stock
markets. Revista De Análisis Ecónomico, 27(1), 71-89. http://www.raeear.org/index.php/rae/article/download/354/520
Rossi, M., & Gunardi, A. (2018). Efficient market hypothesis and stock market
anomalies: Empirical evidence in four European countries. Journal of Applied
Business Research, 34(1), 183-192.
https://www.clutejournals.com/index.php/JABR/article/download/10111/10199
Rystrom, D. S., & Benson, E. (1989). Investor psychology and the day-of-the-week
effect. Financial Analysts Journal, 45(5), 75-78.
http://www.jstor.org/stable/4479263
Seif, M., Docherty, P., & Shamsuddin, A. (2017). Seasonal anomalies in advanced
emerging stock markets. The Quarterly Review of Economics and Finance, 66,
169-181. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.qref.2017.02.009
Sharif, S. (2019). Impact of firm size on the weekend effect: The Australian stock
exchange evidence. Journal of Independent Studies & Research: Management &

113
Social Sciences & Economics, 17(1). 165-182.
https://doi.org/10.31384/jisrmsse/2019.17.1.10
Sias, R. W., & Starks, L. T. (1995). The day-of-the-week anomaly: The role of
institutional investors. Financial Analysts Journal, 51(3), 58-67.
https://doi.org/10.2469/faj.v51.n3.1906
Suryanto, D. (2019). Pengujian efek hari dalam seminggu terhadap return saham
perusahaan sektor industri perbankan di bursa efek Indonesia. Jurnal Vokasi
Indonesia, 7(1), 39-47. https://doi.org/10.7454/jvi.v7i1.140
Svrtinov, V. G., Todevski, D., Boskovska, D., & Gjorgieva-Trajkovska, O. (2017). New
evidence for Monday’s and January’s effects on the Macedonian stock exchange
index returns. Economic Development / Ekonomiski Razvoj, 19(1), 117-130.
http://eprints.ugd.edu.mk/18078/1/Economic%20Development%20Journal%20pa
per.pdf
Tadepalli, M. S., & Jain, R. K. (2019). The day-of-the-week (DOW) effect on stock
markets in India: Insights and perspectives on a seasonal anomaly. New Zealand
Journal of Applied Business Research, 16(2), 41-70.
https://search.informit.com.au/documentSummary;dn=856675190917928;res=IE
LBUS> ISSN: 1175-8007
Thaler, R. H. (1987). Anomalies: the January effect. Journal of Economic
Perspectives, 1(1), 197-201. https://doi.org/ 10.1257/jep.1.1.197
Tilica, E. V. (2018). Turn-of-the-month and day-of-the-week patterns: Two for the price
of one? The Romanian situation. The Review of Finance and Banking, 10(1), 47-

114
58.
https://search.proquest.com/openview/4f28ee72c91be96bcf3683b453feef10/1?pqorigsite=gscholar&cbl=1786342
Toit, E., Hall, J. H., & Pradhan, R. P. (2018). The day-of-the-week effect: South African
stock market indices. African Journal of Economic and Management
Studies, 9(2), 197-212. https://doi.org/10.1108/AJEMS-07-2017-0163
Ülkü, N., & Andonov, K. (2016). Reversal of Monday returns. Quantitative
Finance, 16(4), 649-665. https://doi.org/10.1080/14697688.2015.1051099
Ülkü, N., & Rogers, M. (2018). Who drives the Monday effect? Journal of Economic
Behavior and Organization, 148, 46-65.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jebo.2018.02.009
Ullah, I., Ullah, S., & Ali, F. (2016). Market efficiency anomalies: A study of January
effect in Karachi stock market. Journal of Managerial Sciences, 1, 31-44.
http://www.qurtuba.edu.pk/jms/default_files/JMS/10_1/JMS_January_June2016_
31-44.pdf
Wachtel, S. (1942). Certain Observations on Seasonal Movements in Stock Prices. The
Journal of Business of the University of Chicago, 15(2), 184-193.
www.jstor.org/stable/2350013
Wang, Q., & Zhang, J. (2015). Individual investor trading and stock liquidity. Review of
Quantitative Finance and Accounting, 45(3), 485-508.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11156-014-0444-6

115
Williams, C. (2007). Research methods. Journal of Business & Economics
Research, 5(3). 65-72. https://doi.org/10.19030/jber.v5i3.2532
Winkelried, D., & Iberico, L. A. (2018). Calendar effects in Latin American stock
markets. Empirical Economics, 54(3), 1215-1235.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00181-017-1257-y
Xia, B. S., & Gong, P. (2015). Review of business intelligence through data
analysis. Benchmarking, 21(2), 300-311. https://doi.org/10.1108/BIJ-08-20120050
Xiao, B. (2016). The monthly effect and the day of the week effect in the American stock
market. International Journal of Financial Research, 7(2), 11-17.
https://doi.org/10.5430/ijfr.v7n2p11
Zhang, J., Lai, Y., & Lin, J. (2017). The day-of-the-week effects of stock markets in
different countries. Finance Research Letters, 20, 47-62.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.frl.2016.09.006
Zilca, S. (2017). The evolution and cross-section of the day-of-the-week effect. Financial
Innovation, 3, 1-12. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40854-017-0077-6

